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ABSTRACT
Since the attack on the United States on September 11, most governments around
the world have tried to decrease the likelihood of terrorists attacking their own countries
or working within their own countries. Lawmakers have passed new legislation to control
citizens’ activities. Many of these laws have tread upon human rights, including the right
to a free press, which a majority of countries around the world have constitutionally
protected. These new circumstances combined with the lack ofrespect and protection by
police and government officials around the globe have created an unsafe world for
journalists. The year 2004 will be remembered as one of the worst years for those in the
media. The outlook continues to be dim unless watchdog organizations and governments
actually comply with their constitutions to make the world safer for journalists, which
cannot be done until perpetrators of violence are brought to justice. Most of these
findings were found through various watchdog organizations, including the Committee to
Protect Journalists, Reporters Without Borders, Freedom House, International Press
Institute and the World Association of Newspapers. These organizations release reports
on the current status of press fi-eedom and continuous problems seen throughout the
globe. Other information was collected through various newspapers and magazine
reports, including The Economist, UK’s The Guardian and The Boston Globe.
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Introduction:
The Current State ofPress Freedom in the World

When about 57 million people die each year, or as many as 180,000 die in one
day in the natural disaster of a tsunami, * the death of56 more people may not mean
much. But to several watchdog organizations, it signals a significant problem. The year
2004 became the second deadliest year for journalists around the world, since the
Committee to Protect Journalists(CPJ) began compiling its statistics, as seen in Figure 1.
Previously, 1994 was the deadliest year, when 66 journalists died, mostly in Rwanda,
Bosnia-Herzegovina and Algeria. One of the most ominous characteristics of2004 was
that although journalists died covering the war in Iraq, 36 out of the 56 journalists killed
around the world were actually murdered.^
Other watchdog organizations, such as the World Association of Newspapers
(WAN)and the Paris-based Reporters Without Borders(RWB), also keep tabs on the
murder ofreporters. WAN documented the number of media personnel killed at 67, while
RWB records the number ofjournalists at 53 with another 15 media assistants killed. The
CPJ statistics show that 17 media assistants died, 16 ofthem in Iraq. ^
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Figure 1: Number of Journalists Killed 1995-2004
60

I

50

I

I.

1

(

I

40
t
●O
at
i
I

it
01

30

r

V

E

^ .s

:● (
I
I

i

I

1
I.

1'. .
I -

.
I

I

i

\

■}

) ;'

I

I

■

{
)

:

V.
-s {

■t

)
I ●

1.

I

> .

t

1

1

I

i.

i

T

I

● >

\

f

I

I

I

t

I

I

1997

199S

1999

2000

2001

2002

I .
I

r'
'A

i_^
1996

/>

: 'Jt'

/

V'
i

0
1995

! ?;V

■

t

I

H RW8
D CP3

{■

● J«

1

j

[●

4 ' /
i ● Iv'

● .L

■

I ●

●

●

V

5 ,

<

● '1
;

r-

1'
●
I

)

■

t :

y
1

I .

^

I

i

s .

10

\

>

--i

I

I...

9

20

I

i

2003

2004

Year

Source: Reporters WiUioiu Borders'". Commitiee to Protect Journalists^

Ail organizations document the najxies of those who died, where they died, and
for whom they worked, but there continues to be some discrepancies. In a recent news
release, the CPJ noted that at the end of the year it was still investigating the
circumstances of 17 other deaths. Most of the journalists who died were local. Only nine
of the 56 were foreign correspondents, and only one was an American citizen. Paul
Klebnikov, the Forbes Russian editor and a U.S. citizen, was shot in Moscow.^
Another trend is almost as disturbing: officials do not apparently intend to bring
the murderers to justice.^ Even though more than 60 Filipino journalists have been killed
since 1986, the government has still not brought a single niurderer to justice.^ A similar
situation was seen in Bangladesh in 2003, with more than 200 journalists receiving death
threats or being physically assaulted. Almost none of the people responsible have been
brought to justice.^ Even when a former contra in Nicaragua took reporters hostage
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because ofsome investigative reports about drug trafficking, the legal system failed. The
jury found that man not guilty. Reporters Without Borders, as seen in Figure 2, has
counted 53 deaths worldwide, 907 arrests, 1,146 attacks and 622 censorings during 2004.
Figure 2: Reporters in 2004
2004
Africa
Americas
Asia
Europe/ex-Soviet bloc
Middle East
Total
in 2003

Killed Arrested Attacked or threatened
176
198
1
363
43
12
393
384
16
141
117
3
73
165
21
1146
907
53
42

Media censored
163
111
165
111
72
622

501
1460
//
Source: Reporters Without Borders

766

Each year, CPJ releases a list ofthe 10 worst countries in which to be a journalist.
In 2004, the list included Cuba, Eritrea, Zimbabwe, Turkmenistan, Bangladesh, West
Bank and Gaza, Russia, China, Haiti and Iraq. When including locations on the list,
members of the CPJ look into the different ways that press freedom could be hindered.
including death, assault, harassment, threats,jail and pressure. When the list was
published in May 2004, 25 journalists had died in Iraq since the war had begun.

By the

end of2004, that number had risen to 46, according to Reporters Without Borders.

The

political and economic situations ofthe other nine countries on the 2004 list are what
14

have greatly affected the press freedom in those locations.
The group releases the list each May 3 on World Press Freedom Day. The
General Assembly ofthe United Nations created World Press Freedom Day in 1993, after
»15

a seminar promoting an independent and pluralistic African press.

When Secretary-

General ofthe United Nations Kofi Annan delivered his speech on May 3, 2004, he said,
Let us reaffirm our commitment to the freedom and the independence ofthe media as an
99

essential requirement for building a better and fairer world.

16

The Director-General of

4

UNESCO,Koichiro Matsuura, delivered a similar speech that day, noting that “the
correlation between press freedom and economic development has been demonstrated ...
A free press is not a luxury that can wait until better times; rather, it is part ofthe very
«17

process through which those better times are achieved.
Both Arman and Matsuura declared in their Press Freedom Day speeches that a
free press is needed to create a viable society. The director general ofthe World
Association of Newspapers, Timothy Balding, agrees. In a news release at the end of
18

2003, Balding said that in order to have “knowledgeable societies.

there must be a free

press throughout the world. Balding noted that there are many barriers to a free press,
even hindering the newer mediums, as restrictive laws continue to be passed throughout
many countries. It is in the poorer and lesser-developed nations that, in general, have the
most repressive laws toward the press. The government leaders keep their countries in
19

economic slumps by continuing to pass press restrictions.
More recent analysis shows, however, that even developed countries are having
trouble keeping the press from unreasonable restrictions, as 2004 was the third year in a
row that press freedom throughout the world declined, according to the Freedom House
organization. Journalists in all types of countries faced more harassment, pressure, and
assaults than they did just a few years ago. Statistics compiled by Freedom House show
that the deterioration can be easily seen in the Americas, the former Soviet Union, and
Central and Eastern Europe. When assessing press freedom. Freedom House looks at the
“legal environment in which media operate, political influences on reporting and access
»,20

ofinformation, and economic pressures on content and the dissemination of news.

5

At the beginning of2004, about 17 percent ofthe world’s population lived in free
press countries, while 43 percent lived in countries that had little or no free media and the
21

rest in partly free, as seen in Map 1.

A year earlier, however,20 percent lived in free

countries, 38 percent in partly free, and 42 percent in not free countries.^^ During 2003,
five countries (Bulgaria, Cape Verde, Italy, the Philippines, and Bolivia) fell to partly
free, while another five(Moldova, Morocco, Guinea-Bissau, Guatemala, and Gabon)fell
to not free.
The situation in Russia also continues to be one of concern. When American Paul
Klebnikov was gunned down and shot four times in Moscow on July 9, 2004, he became
the eleventh journalist to die in a “contract-style murder” in Russia in the five years since
President Vladimir Putin took office.^^ The fact that Russia is one of the worst places to
be a journalist and that Putin continues to exert power over former Soviet Bloc countries,
as he did during the recent Ukraine elections, remains alarming. The countries in the
former Soviet Union will most likely not be swayed toward a freer press without Russia
making some actual steps toward it as well.
One ofthe most troubling declines of press freedom occurred in Italy, which
recently fell from free to partly free. Most ofthe trouble Italy is facing is due to its prime
minister, Silvio Berlusconi, who not only uses his position to pressure media outlets
greatly but also owns several outlets as well. Italy has a weak institutional and legal
framework that plagues its government’s democratic ideals, permitting a deterioration of
24

press freedom.

Many other countries have trouble when their political situation becomes
unstable. During election years especially, both government and opposition members

6

increase their pressure and attacks on the media so that journalists do not report
negatively on their candidates or activities. As the November 2003 elections drew closer
in Guatemala, for example,journalists faced increasing intimidation, pushing its media
25

into the not free category.

Another major problem is that so manyjournalists continue to sit in jail. On
November 24, 2004, the world marked the fifteenth armual Jailed Journalist Support Day
sponsored by Reporters Without Borders. On that day, 198 media personnel were
confined in jails around the world. One hundred and twenty-eight ofthem were
journalists, and the other 70 were cyber-dissidents, those who use the Internet to publish
26

their pieces opposing the government.
China continues to reign as the biggest jailer ofjournalists in the world. On
Support Day,26 journalists were in its jails along with another 62 cyber-dissidents. Cuba
also had 26 journalists detained in prisons. These two countries plus Iran (15), Eritrea
(14), Nepal(12), and Burma(11) hold more than 80 percent ofjailed media personnel
world-wide in their prisons. Many ofthese journalists are languishing in prison for
writing about taboo subjects such as corruption, democracy, rebel groups, and drug
trafficking.^^ One positive note, however, is that by the beginning of2005 the number of
journalists jailed had declined to 107; but at the same time the number ofcyber-dissidents
28

sitting in prison had risen by 8.

Despite all the problems with the world’s press, there are still some positives.
Although Iraq remains in the not free category in the Freedom House survey, there is
much to celebrate about the country’s press. Since Saddam Hussein’s regime fell, there
has been an explosion of media outlets in the country, reporting from various

7

perspectives. Although it is, in general, quite dangerous for both independent and
embedded journalists to report in the country, the fact that the people are beginning to
feel a little safer in expressing opposition views shows that conditions in the country are
improving. However, there are still too many obstacles for the press within the country.
29

particularly as the political situation in Iraq remains unstable.
Sierra-Leone’s civil war ended at the beginning of 2002, bumping it up into the
category of a partly free media. Journalists in the country continue to have the threat of
criminal libel hanging over them as well as other types of harassment; however, the fact
that the political situation is increasingly stable, means that it is easier and safer for
journalists to carry out their work and operate more freely. Kenya also saw a recent rise
to partly free status following the election of its new government at the end of 2002.
Under this new government,journalists are able to have greater editorial independence,
30

allowing publications and broadcast stations to present a more diverse range of views.
Despite these few positive trends, the situation of press freedom around the globe
remains troubling, as statistics from 2002 through 2004 show. The purpose of this paper
is to examine the current state of affairs and see what the present foretells about the
future.
A clear problem in today’s world is that the number ofjournalists killed on the
job has risen in the past two years.^^ The Freedom House organization has also raised a
red flag because 2004 was the third year that press freedom as a whole has declined. By
reviewing current data, it is possible to form a well-rounded idea about how journalists
and the media as a whole will be treated by the people and governments around the world
in the upcoming years.

8

This thesis uses the statistics and research available to answer five questions. The
specific research questions are: what is the current state of press fi-eedom in the Middle
East and North Afnca, what is the current state of press fi-eedom in Asia and Australasia,
what is the current state of press freedom in Africa, what is the current state of press
freedom in Europe and the former Soviet Bloc countries, and what is the state of freedom
of the press in the Americas. Material for this qualitative study was obtained primarily
from the Freedom House organization, Committee to Protect Journalists, Reporters
Without Borders and the World Association of Newspapers, well-recognized and wellrespected international journalism watchdog organizations. These institutions release
annual reports on the current state of press freedom as well as statistics several times
throughout the year. No attempt was made, however,to verify the data through incident
reports. The available data and analysis is broken up into five sections

the five regions

of the world which the Committee to Protect Journalists and Reporters Without Borders
use to report information.
The data was obtained by sifting through the data for all the regions and countries
within those regions. Information was compared and contrasted to develop profiles for
each region and individual countries within each region. The results are of value to staff
writers, freelancers, foreign correspondents and media executives, not to mention
photographers and media assistants. This data will show those in the business the trends
developing regarding government tolerance and acceptance of a free and vibrant press.
This knowledge is powerful and relevant because a majority of countries have
constitutional guarantees for press freedom. Once governments and administrators turn
their backs on the framework constitutions provide, no guarantee is safe. Many of the

9

atrocities committed against journalists are an indication of other human rights violations
against individual citizens. When the media is unable to speak freely without possible
backlash,journalists cannot keep check on government administrators and are unable
inform the people. As Kofi Annan and Koichiro Matsuura asserted on World Press
Freedom Day 2004, a free press is vital to a thriving and knowledgeable world.

10

Map 1: Freedom of the Press Worldwide
33

Source: Reporters Wiihoiil Borders
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Chapter 1:
The Middle East and North Africa

Press freedom in the Middle East has continued to deteriorate, foreshadowing
more problems in the future. The political violence and war that have become common
place in both the Middle East and North Africa make that region one of the most
dangerous locations for journalists and photojournalists in the world.’ In the third annual
press freedom index compiled by Reporters Without Borders, four countries in the
Middle East continue to be at the bottom of the list. Iraq ranked 148*^, Syria 155‘\ Iran
158‘^ and Saudi Arabia 159'*’ out of the 167 countries listed." In 2003, 15 journalists were
killed in the Middle East and North Africa, along with two media assistants. In 2004, that
number rose to about 25.^ As seen in Map 2, the majority of countries in this region are in
difficult or serious situations.
Map 2: The Middle East and Africa

u.- .

»)●
Source: Reporters Without Borders'*
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Out ofthose killed in the region in 2004,23 died in Iraq. By the end of the year,
two other journalists were missing.^ Since the U.S-led invasion ofIraq, that country has
become the most dangerous for both local and foreign journalists. Not only do they have
to be aware ofinsurgents but also gunfire by the United States. By October 2004, the
U.S. army had become responsible for the deaths ofsix journalists and media assistants.
Even more shocking is the fact that the U.S. government did not conduct the “proper
enquiries” into these deaths.^ In general,journalists have not been major targets, but
because of their line of work, they have had to deal with the crime and fighting that is
wreaking havoc in the country.^
The U.S. government embedded about 600journalists with troops during the
invasion. This allowed networks to broadcast what was going on in Iraq but also gave the
Pentagon the ability to feed to the media only the infonnation and perspectives they
wished. The Pentagon did set standards for journalists embedded in the troops. While
some commanders were lax with the regulations, others “did impose unreasonable
embargoes on stories, expel a handful of reporters for alleged security breaches and bar
some from covering sensitive topics.”^ Those journalists who were not embedded with
troops (or unilateral reporters) had more difficulty with harassment from U.S. forces and
„9

Iraqi officials. The Pentagon also “frowned on the presence of unilateral reporters.
Once Saddam Hussein lost power in Iraq, watchdog organizations had hopes that
the provisional authority and the new government would open the country up to a free
press. Although many changes have occurred, the direction the Iraqi government will
take regarding the media is still uncertain. Some ofthe examples set by both the United
States and the Coalition Provisional Authority in that country are not promising. “The

15

general lack of law and order, as well as unclear status oflaws regulating the press
„io

contributed to a volatile and uncertain environment for the media in Iraq in 2003.

The

CPA created standards for the press, keeping in mind the situation ofthe country at the
11

time.

In March 2004, the United States pressured the Iraqi Governing Council to shutter
militant Shiite cleric Muqtada al-Sadr’s newspaper,Al-Hawza. In an editorial in USA
Today, Hassan Fattah criticized the decision to close the paper, saying it created a degree
of legitimacy for the paper that was one ofthe harshest critics ofthe United States. Fattah
also commented that the reaction could create self-censorship in the emerging media
outlets in Iraq. “Perhaps the lack of a free press under Saddam caused some news outlets
to go overboard. But at least as big a problem is the knee-jerk reaction from the Iraqi
Governing CoLincil

More significantly, the council has shown its willingness to quash
»12

free press in a dictatorial way.

The government’s response to the press did not get better after the June 28
handover. Shortly thereafter, Al-Jazeera's Baghdad office was shut down because of
»13

“inaccurate reporting,

The ban was extended indefinitely, and the interim government

declared that officers would detain any ofthe station’s reporters found reporting in the
country.*"^ Despite the regulating laws and some harassment, new media in Iraq has
grown; however, it is still too early to tell how well the new government will uphold
press freedom, and the continuous insurgencies and bombings continue to put journalists
in danger.
The war in Iraq has meant that the Gaza Strip and West Bank are no longer the
most dangerous places for journalists, where bombings and harassment by both

16
15

Palestinians and Israelis were common. Still, in early 2004, many media outlets were
16

raided in the area, and about 10 Palestinian journalists were attacked by armed groups.
The Israeli army was also responsible for the death oftwo cameramen in the occupied
territories. No action was taken against these shooters. One positive, however, is that in
another case the army was forced into starting an investigation for the first time, probing
17

into the death of James Miller, a British documentary filmmaker.
The weakness of the Palestinian National Authority in 2003 and 2004 meant it
could no longer control and interfere as much in the media, but this circumstance allowed
for other factions and armed groups to flex their control.With Mahmoud Abbas
recently taking over the reigns of this tom area, the prospect of a free and safe press in
the occupied territories is at a tenuous peak. Nevertheless, with the current political
situation it is safe to say that the region will continue to be one of the most dangerous
locations in the world for a long time.
In Iran, although journalists are not in nearly as much danger of losing their lives,
conditions still pose many obstacles and hindrances to reporters trying to do their work.
Reporters Without Borders has named Iran the “Middle East’s biggest prison for the
press.

In October 2004, 14 journalists were sitting in jail.“ During the previous year,

more than 40journalists spent some time in jail, and those who even received trials had
poor defense lawyers with their trials more often than not held in secret.^ ^ Although the
government started monitoring the Internet in 2003, the conservatives turned more of
their attention on it in 2004,^^ especially as blogging has become an important outlet for
23

journalists and other opponents to the government.

17

Many journalists came under fire after the government cracked down on the
media following anti-regime protests in mid-2003.^'* The Iranian government itself came
under strict scrutiny a month later in July after the murder of Canadian-Iranian
photojoumalist Zahra Kazemi. While she was taking pictures outside of Evin Prison in
„25

Tehran, authorities arrested her. She was later “bludgeoned to death in prison.

The

Iranian government, however, first announced that Kazemi died of a stroke before
admitting the cause of her death. In October, the government said Kazemi’s death was the
result of a single intelligence ministry official, Mohammad Reza Aghdam, who was
acquitted of wrongdoing in July 2004.^^ The Iranian government also buried Kazemi in
Iran despite the wishes of her family to have her body sent back to Canada. As a
consequence, Canada removed its Iranian ambassador.^^ The World Association of
Newspapers called Kazemi’s death “a sharp set-back for progress in press freedom in the
„28

country.

Kazemi’s death and the conservative court system have created an atmosphere of
fear in the press. From April 2002 through the end of2003, the “conservative
crackdown” closed 55 publications in the country.^^ The conservative courts have
continued their attack on any independent press in the country. At the beginning of the
year, the court closed the leading reformist Hayat-e-No. Alireza Eshraghi, the editor, and
two other staff reporters were also detained. The paper had reprinted a cartoon from the
1930s showing U.S. President Franklin Roosevelt grinding his thumb down upon a U.S.
Supreme Court justice. There was supposedly a marked resemblance between that justice
and Ayatollah Khomeini, the former Iranian revolutionary leader.^® During the last six
31

months of 2003, more than 20 journalists were sent to prison by the judiciary.

18

Oppressive regimes in other countries in the Middle East have also stifled the
growth of a free press in the area. According to Reporters Without Borders, reactionary
32

governments have continued to repress the Arab press in both Syria and Saudi Arabia.
th

Reporters Without Borders ranks their freedom ofthe press as 155^*^ and 159
respectively out of 167. In general, the only news reported in Syria is propaganda.^^ The
country’s 2001 Publications Law established the government’s power to grant and deny
publication licenses. Although the constitution does provide for freedom of speech and
press, the unclear laws and weak framework allow for abuse ofthese rights.^^ Since 2001
there has resulted a general decrease in the freedom ofthe press. In July 2003, the
government terminated publication of Syria’s only independent satirical newspaper, AlDomari. Before the closure, the newspaper’s staff had been continuously harassed and
35

intimidated by officials.

Back at the beginning of January 2001, the country issued the license for AlDomari. It was the first independent newspaper to be published in nearly 40 years. With
the closure of this paper as well as others, however, the government has proved that it is
not willing to extend more freedom to the press.^^ The government used controversial
press laws to sYrniiox Al-Domari. The 2001 law allows the prime minister to suspend the
printing of a publication for six months and rescind licenses ofthose who, according to
37

the government’s judgment, repeatedly print falsehoods and fabricated reports.
A positive is that Syria’s situation has not worsened; a negative is that it has not
necessarily improved.^^ In Saudi Arabia, however,journalists in 2003 were able to report
on previously forbidden topics, such as religion, terrorism, corruption, and women’s
rights. At the beginning of that year, the government also allowed for the formation of the
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Saudi Journalist Association.^^ Despite these few improvements, the coimtry’s press also
saw some setbacks. The country suffered many terrorist attacks in 2003, but the
censorship and self-censorship ofthe press meant few publications and stations, all
indirectly or directly controlled by the country’s royal family, reported or commented
about them, although some did call for reform."^® The Saudi government also jabbed AlJazeera by sponsoring rival television sXdXion Al-Arabiya at the beginning of 2003."^^ The
government also refused to allow Al-Jazeera to cover the Hajj in 2003, as well as
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jamming the signal of Al-Islah, a London-based reformist television and radio station.
Similarly journalists in Algeria were recently also able to report on previously
taboo subjects, such as corruption and human rights violations. Still, the coverage of
these issues is slight because of a lack of freedom ofinformation as well as selfcensors’nip caused by fear."*^ In general, Algeria has been known as having a vibrant
press, but beginning in 2003 the situation has deteriorated. There was much tension
throughout the country during the first part of2004 before the national elections. Pre
election coverage continued to increase tension between the government and the media,
resulting in the suspension of six independent newspapers and the arrests of several staff
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members for defamation.

The press did take the government to task following the election, which had a
record low turnout and kept President Abdelaziz Bouteflika in power. An editorial in El
Watan stated that the election was “laughable” in the Kabylie region and that the
“implacable disaffection” ofthe electorate was, however, not only confined to this
troubled area. The piece also said the election “sends a strong message to the country’s
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leaders and has dealt a double blow to President Abdelaziz Bouteflika.

The re-election

of Bouteflika does not bode well for the future of press freedom in Algeria.
In 2003, the government began to interfere more and more with the media through
harassment and financial pressure; yet those media outlets not directly controlled by the
government, which does control radio and television, do speak out against Bouteflika’s
policies, but censor themselves about many taboo topics."^^ The government’s issuing of
publication licenses has continued to remain difficult, and unless Bouteflika’s views
change they will be just as difficult to obtain in the future. Yet despite these obstructions,
there have been the recent emergence offour publications: a French-language daily, two
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French-language weeklies and an Arabic-language daily.
A setback for press freedom in the country was in 2003 with the first jailing of a
jounialist since 1995. Eventually, the judiciary dropped the jail sentence down to just a

fine.48 By October 2004, four more journalists or media owners had been sent to prison.
Local correspondents are heavily targeted for threats and harassment by government
49

officials.

The country is still operating under a State ofEmergency Law, and the 2001

amendments to the penal code weaken the constitution’s allowance for free speech,
giving the government a relatively free reign to impose fines and sentences for those who
„50

“defame, insult or injure government officials or institutions.
Oppressive press laws are also commonplace in neighboring Tumsia with its
burdensome licensing and publishing regulations. In 2003, the government passed a law
to increase the percentage of governmentjournalists on newspaper staffs from 30 to 50.
President Zine el-Abidine Ben Ali makes public pronouncements encouraging free
speech and press, yet he does almost everything possible to restrict it.^^ The president did
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announce at the end of2003 that there would be a privately-owned radio station, resulting
52

in the end of the state television and radio monopoly. This announcement came at the
end of award-winning Internet journalist Zouhair Yahyaoui’s 17-month sentence for
posting satirical writings about the government. His release also coincided with the
arrival of U.S. Secretary of State Colin Powell and French President Jacques Chirac in
53

the country.

Most newspapers in Tunisia are private, but those journalists who do not remain
loyal to the president and government tend to be dealt with quickly and harshly. The
government also watches the importation of foreign newspapers and magazines and
seizes those with negative articles or editorials about the govemment.^"^ Because ofthe
oppressive regulations and the direct and indirect financial, psychological, and legal
controls the government uses on media outlets, it should come as no surprise that
watchdog organizations are alarmed by the fact that the 2005 World Summit on the
Information Society will be in Tunis. Many organizations have sent letters to the society
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asking for a change in location, but none has been forthcoming.
Change has been making its way through North Ai&ica, including Sudan.
Although Reporters Without Borders still lists the country as very low in press freedom
(132 out of 167), President Omar al-Beshir announced in 2003 the transference of media
monitoring fi*om state security services to the National Press Council.^^ The council,
however, is a quasi-official one and has the power to suspend printing and rescind
licenses as well as granting them. Despite this announcement, there still has been a
57

crackdown on the media.
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Many journalists suffer from physical and verbal harassment by police and
government officials. Often they are detained without any notion of the reason why. In
2003, the government suspended several outlets, including the Khartoum office of^7Jazeera, Al-Wan, Al-Azminah, Al-Ayyam, Al-Captain, Al-Shafa, Al-Watan, and Raai alShaab. Khartoum Monitor editor Nhial Bol found refuge in Kenya after repeated attempts
on his life and several arrests.^* The Monitor saw publication suspended for the seventh
time in 2003 after being charged with “crimes against the state” by printing articles about
taboo subjects, such as independence of the Sudanese judiciary, peace accord
negotiations and slavery. National security legislation gives authorities and the
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government the power to detain journalists as well as pre-publication censorship.
In October 2003, the Sudanese army filed a complaint against the Al-Azminah
60

newspaper, causing its indefinite suspension, The government strongly objects to
publications showing the military in a negative perspective. Many times the government
has suspended or closed down a publication for any type of criticism of it. At the end of
2003, security forces closed down the office ofAl-Jazeera, while detaining Islam Salih,
one of its correspondents, for about five days. The station has said the Sudanese
61

government thought Salih was biased against the government and wanted him replaced.
So although the Sudanese government has made a few steps in the right direction, all
these suspensions and bans prove that Sudan still has no friendly outlook for a free press.
Nearby Turkey continues to try to improve its civil and human rights, including
press laws, in order to eventually enter into the European Union. A new law passed in
2003 allows the formerly banned Kurdish-language broadcasts on privately-owned
stations to once again air. The law also rescinds the ban on separatist propaganda. The
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ban had been used to threaten journalists with sympathetic ties to the Kurdish minority.
Pro-Kurdish journalists, easy targets for harassment and assaults, continue to face a hard
time in Turkey. In October 2003, a pro-Kurdish journalist was sentenced to a year in jail
for insulting the parliament.^^ Although the jailing ofjournalists overall decreased, many
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ofthose in prison or threatened with prison sentences do have Kurdish sympathies.
Despite the headway made by this law, many other laws continue to restrict the
press. Laws that forbid insulting state institutions, including the army, editorializing on
trials in progress, and aiding organizations deemed illegal are still enforced. The Islamist
publication Vakit and one of its columnists were listed as defendants in a lawsuit filed by
Turkish generals following an article depicting them as incompetent.^^ The High Board
of Radio and Television(RTUK)that regulates broadcast media outlets has been reported
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bending to political pressure. During 2003 it suspended the airing of 15 radio stations.
The deterioration ofthe situation in Morocco has many free press advocates
alarmed. In the Freedom of the Press 2004 survey conducted by Freedom House,
Morocco had fallen from a partly free country to a not free one because of new restrictive
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regulations and the more authoritarian measures taken against media outlets,

The new

antiterrorism laws the country enacted resulted from a multiple suicide bombing in
Casablanca in mid-May 2003 that killed 44 people. The aftermath ofthe crisis saw the
suspension offour newspapers and the detaining or imprisonment of at least five
journalists. The new laws gave authorities “broad powers to arrest journalists and close
»«68

publications.

Before the bombing, Morocco had many times been acknowledged to be tolerant
of“critical media,” but the new laws changed that. The difference in situation became
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evident with the jailing of editor Ali Lmrabet.^^ Lmrabet is knovm as the country’s best
»»70

satirist but was charged with “insulting the king and undermining the monarchy.

He

wrote numerous articles and created many cartoons depicting two sensitive issues: the
country’s supposed sovereignty of Western Sahara and the monarchy. He was first
sentenced to four years, which fell to three on appeal, as well as being fined about
$2,000. The court also forced his two weekly newspapers to close. The original
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sentencing happened just a few days after the bombing.
Authorities tend to be quite sensitive over any article written about the monarchy
or the Western Sahara issue. Local journalists who do write on those taboo topics can
receive long prison sentences, while foreign journalists could get expelled from the
72

country.

The government uses the strict penalties and legislation to protect “Moroccan

territorial integrity.” To avoid the harsh punishment, most journalists praciice selfcensorship.^^ Still, the country does have many “feisty party newspapers” and even a few
independent ones, including the weekly Le Journal Hebdomadaire and Assahifa al
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Ousbouiya.
Although having independent newspapers is promising, no matter how few, the
current situation in Morocco bodes badly for the outlook in the country and the region as
a whole. The Middle East and North Afncan area is constantly in turmoil, consistently
putting the lives of both journalists and civilians at risk. The Iraqi situation will not calm
down for years to come. Even if the new government is easily able to establish some sort
oflaw, order and legitimacy, the possibility that the press will be free fi’om harassment
and both official and unofficial threats is slim for the near future at least. While
insurgents continue to fight,journalists will constantly be in danger even if they are not
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singled out as targets. The constant turmoil between Israel and the Palestinian territories
will not lessen until peace or stability calms conditions in the area. The region will
continue to be a land mine for journalists and others who are searching for answers in that
area of the world.
The fact that the whole region is considered to have one of the worst records in
press freedom does not foretell a bright future, especially with the oppressive regimes in
the area and the recent re-elections of many ofthe heads ofthose governments.
Journalists are persecuted and prosecuted daily.^^ While most are not in danger of being
killed, except in Iraq and the occupied territories, many journalists in the region still face
some sort of attack and censorship. Unless significant political changes occur, the area
will continue to hold the title of one of the worst enemies to press freedom.
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Chapter 2:
Asia and Australasia
Along with the Middle East, many countries in Asia continued to restrict press
freedom through harassment, assault,jailing, and killing. During 2004, it became clear
that the deterioration of rights to infomiation and dissemination of news in Southeast
Asia would persist. Wliether in economically advanced countries in the region, such as
Singapore, or in impoverished Laos, tire degree of press freedom remained controlled by
political and even military leaders, as seen in Map 3.’ In the last six months of 2003, the
number ofJournalists killed in Asia was the highest anywhere, even higher than in the
Middle East.^ Warfare between governments and rebel forces in various countries also
increase the danger to local and foreign Journalists in the area.
Map 3: Asia and Australasia
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The situation in the Philippines causes particular concern. In 2003, it was listed on
the Committee to Protect Journalists’ World’s Worst Places to be a journalist. Even
though it had fallen from the list in 2004, the situation remains dire. Since 1986, when the
Marcos dictatorship fell, over 60 Filipino journalists have been killed because of their
work. The government has failed to bring even one of the perpetrators to justice for these
deaths.^ Many of those journalists killed worked for local radio stations, speaking out
against powerful local political leaders. Juan ‘'Jun” Pala, a well-knowm radio
commentator, was shot near his home in September 2003 after stirviving two previous
attempts on his life. An “anti-communist conservative,” Pala had accused the mayor of
Davao City, where he lived, of plotting to kill him.^ The outrage ofthe people over the
killing ofjournalists is evident in Figure 3.
Figure 3: Stop Killing Journalists
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Those journalists working with national media outlets in Manila tend to be much safer
than those working with provincial outlets. On the island of Mindanao,journalists are at
the mercy of rebel forces and the local political bosses when they report on taboo
subjects, such as abuse and corniption.
China has continued to hold its place on the CPJ’s Worst Places list, reigning as
the biggest Jailer ofjournalists in the region. Thirt>'-nine journalists spent time behind
bars in 2003.' When journalists tiy' to do investigative reporting within the countr>% those
who could be or are implicated in the articles use force to intimidate and threaten the
10

journalists. The government also puts pressure on journalists. Laws forbid journalists
from covering the internal structure and processes ofthe government, criticizing the
policies and writing about financial information that the government had not deemed
suitable to release, as seen in Figure 4.
Figure 4: Political Cartoon

Source: Pricicheit Cartoons'
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Sometimes the government allows journalists to cover corruption and scandal in local
governments; however, many analysts believe this is the government’s attempt to appease
journalists so they will not dig as much into international affairs, making the country
appear more tolerant of the media. Still, all articles could be subject to prepublication
12

censorship, pushing journalists to self-censorship.
China does have more than 2,000 newspapers and about 9,000 magazines, but
most ofthem are used primarily as mouthpieces for various governmental institutions and
offices. The government purged or forced mergers of about 1,400 state and party
newspapers, while at the same time promoting certain publications to help them become
the “national champions” of newspapers.'^ Despite the growth in media outlets and
publications within the country, China remains one of the biggest oppressors ofpress
freedom. The official press has reported that journalism is now the third most dangerous
14

career in the country.

Many Chinese journalists have come under fire by covering North Korean
refugees coming into the country to seek asylum, although many ofthese refugees
continue on to Japan. Officials harass and threaten journalists who cover this topic,
including the South Korean photographer Jae Hyun Seok, who many times freelanced for
The New York Times. Officials arrested him while he filmed a group of North Korean
refugees trying to make their way to South Korea and Japan. A court handed him a twoyear sentence for “human trafficking.” Other South Korean journalists were arrested
while they were reporting on some refugees trying to get into a Japanese government-run
15

school in Shanghai. They eventually were deported.

33

Deportation, harassment, assault, and murder continue to be the norm in
Bangladesh, which has become one ofthe most violent countries for journalists.^^ The
constitution does layout provisions for a free press within the country, but it also relates
«17

that there can be “reasonable restrictions

to that freedom. The press is subject to the

enforcement of national security and criminal libel and sedition laws. Two top news
editors in the country were arrested in June 2003 for defamation because they published a
18

letter critical of a senior government official.
Many times Bangladeshi journalists are beaten or attacked because they cover
taboo topics, such as criminal activity, the government, the police, Islamist
fundamentalism, human rights abuses, and corruption.*^ In August 2003, a government
task force beat Hiramon Mondol, a correspondent for the daily Dainik Prabarttan^
following an article he wrote “alleging that joint task force members had stolen fish from
„20

locals.

The soldiers beat him with hockey sticks and rifles. He was eventually charged

with extortion, though he was acquitted and freed about six weeks later. Not long before
the attack on Mondol, a reporter for The Daily Star, Hasa Jahid Tusher, was beaten by
about 20 members of the student wing ofthe government’s party(Bangladesh Nationalist
Party) in his dorm room at Dhaka University. Tusher had written articles about the
violent activities of the student group, known as Jatiyatabadi Chatra Dal. The members
21

beat Tusher with iron rods and then dragged him down three flights of stairs.
Within about a three-week period in July 2003, several journalists were beaten
and harassed. These circumstances reflect a year that was wrought with various attacks,
threats and kidnappings.^^ More than 200journalists in Bangladesh received death threats
or were physically attacked in 2003, mostly as victims of political activists, gangs, or

34
23

religious extremists. Frequently the government did not move against those responsible.
To avoid conflict, many journalists practice self-censorship, but the independent print
media publications do represent many diverse views, although some ofthe coverage of
the political situation is very partisan. The government owns most ofthe broadcast media
outlets, forcing them to cover news with a pro-government slant.^"^ Foreign media tend to
irk Bangladesh’s government. Many foreign journalists find it increasingly difficult to
obtain visas to work in the country, and when Newsweek ran an article about the original
25

language of the Koran in July 2003, the government banned the issue.
That same Newsweek issue was also banned from Pakistan. Information Minister
Sheikh Rashid Ahmed said the article “could incite religious sentiments,” and in an
interview with Agence France-Presse, he said,“the government expected the media to be
»26

careful about the religious sensitivities ofthe Muslim people.

Since the 1999 military

coup of General Pervez Musharraf, there has been a slight amelioration ofthe press
situation in Pakistan. Because of large press opposition to “restrictive defamation laws,”
originally proposed in 2002, the Parliament did not pass them the next year.^^ Many
journalists, however, continue to feel oppressed by religious extremists, the military and
intelligence agencies. The repressive blasphemy laws also restrict free press. The laws
punish anyone who “directly or indirectly defiles the sacred name ofthe Holy Prophet
28

Mohammad” with life imprisonment or death and perhaps a fine as well.
In July 2003, the sub-editor ofthe Frontier Post was convicted under the
blasphemy laws and sent to prison.^^ Munawar Moshin came under fire for printing a
letter to the editor in January of that year headlined “Why Muslims Hate Jews.” The letter
included derogatory comments about Mohammad. Demonstrators protested outside the
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paper’s office the day the letter appeared and also set fire to the printing press. Six other
Post staff members were sentenced to jail, but have since been released. After a judicial
inquiry into the event, it was found that the letter was printed by a mistake. Despite this,
however, and the fact that the Post printed an apology in every major newspaper, Moshin
«30

was still found to have “intentionally and willfully committed an offense,

Many

journalists, both local and foreign ones, also face harassment fi-om Islamist groups and
„31

mercenaries hired by “feudal landlords.

The government has placed strict restrictions

on visa applications and travel for foreign reporters. At the end of2003, two French
32

journalists were arrested and charged for violating some ofthese restrictions.
Foreign journalists in Indonesia have also faced recent restrictions when, in 2003,
the Indonesian government launched an offensive against rebels in the Aceh Province.
Following the American example, the government did embed some journalists with the
troops and tried to prevent others fi-om covering the conflict.^^ Many foreign reporters
found themselves completely shut offfrom the conflict. The government required them to
apply for special permission from several different government institutions in order to
receive permission to travel to Aceh. Usually the permission did not come, and often the
government banned the journalists from going there. The government also forbade
journalists fi*om contacting the rebel forces or visiting the areas under their control. This
ruling caused the arrest ofreporter William Nessen, who freelanced for the San
Francisco Chronicle among other newspapers. He was already with the rebels before the
offensive began and remained with them when it started. He was arrested by government
officials and convicted for violating the visa regulations. The court sentenced him to the
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time he had spent in jail waiting for the trial, which was just over a month, and then he
34

was deported.
The violence in the Aceh region spurred a deterioration ofthe press freedom in
Indonesia.^^ Journalists in the country continue to face harassment and attacks by the
rebel groups, political activists and religious extremists.^^ This deterioration has caused
some concern among analysts. After the fall ofthe dictator Suharto in 1998, the country
became home to one of the fi’eest medias in the region. Now,however, businessmen and
37

politicians have become more hostile toward the media, trying to influence its agenda.
They are also filing more criminal defamation suits against print and broadcast stations.
Many editors have been charged and convicted because ofthese political and business
men. Still, the private press does report aggressively on corruption, political police,
protests and civil conflicts, all which used to be taboo subjects. The press faces one
„38

internal battle, though; it has become more “shoddy and sensationalist,

These

sensationalist tabloids contain gossip and crime stories besides some investigatory pieces.
Some analysts have speculated that these papers and magazines have caused the
39

politicians and businessmen to become more hostile toward the press.

Civil conflict has wreaked havoc on press fi'eedom in Nepal as it has in Indonesia.
The government has been fighting Maoist rebels, and both sides tend to harass and
assault journalists. During times when there is a cease-fire, the situation becomes more
stable, but these cease-fires never tend to last long. During the cease-fire from November
2001 through August 2002, King Gyanendra called a state of emergency that halted all
civil rights and liberties, including press freedom. During those ten months, the
government detained more than one hundred journalists. Maoist rebels had kidnapped
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and tortured at least one journalist and possibly murdered another. The cease-fire called
in January 2003 brought the possibility of an end to the violence, but once again there
40

was no end to it.

A journalist with the government-operated news agency Rastriya Samachar
Samiti was murdered by Maoist rebels in the fall of2003. The rebels took the journalist,
Gyanendra Khadka, from the school where he worked part time and led him to a field
where they slit his throat. More than a hundred Nepalese journalists defied a government
ban and protested Khadka’s death. About forty of those journalists were subsequently
arrested for breaking the ban. Officials released most ofthem within a few hours."^^ In
March 2003, police assaulted about twelve journalists when they were trying to enter the
convention center where the CPN-Maoist leader and chief negotiator Babiiram Bhattarai
42

and other CPN-Maoist members were.

The murder of Khadka, the assaults, and torture threats have created fear among
journalists in the country. Many have increasingly self-censored their work and toned
down their coverage of events. Some publications, on the other hand, have become more
outspoken because ofthe recent events. They started to criticize the military for its
violations of human rights and the “atrocities” done by the Maoist rebels."*^ The
government-controlled media outlets tend to have more pro-government stances and
fewer hard-hitting reports. The government does own the major English-language
newspaper and several other dailies. It also owns the “influential” Radio Nepal and one
44

television station.

All of the private radio stations, though, must air the Radio Nepal

news at least once each day. But the Internet, foreign broadcasts, and cable television are.
45

in general, unrestricted.
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Those living in North Korea could be arrested if officials discover that they listen
to foreign broadcasts, such as Voice ofAmerica and various others firom South Korea or
some international services."^^ North Korea continues to be one ofthe countries most
repressive of press fi-eedom. President Kim Jong-Il does not allow any kind of opposition,
and his government tightly controls the media and the dissemination ofinformation. The
state-run media toes the government line, and officials heavily censor the media. The
president has written a handbook. The Great Teacher ofJournalists, which is full of
advice on how to best portray the govemment."^^ The Korean Central News Agency and
other government-owned “propaganda machines”"^^ are almost the only way the
international world knows what is going on within North Korea. Foreign reporters are
almost never allowed to come into the country. The few who are have government
minders assigned to them. British journalist Jonathan Watts was allowed in North Korea
in 2003 to accompany a World Food Programme mission. He was able to report on the
harsh conditions of a children’s hospital in Songrim. About a third ofthe population there
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must rely on international food aid.

All televisions and radios in the country must be registered. Those imported into
the country are then programmed so they only receive official government broadcasts.
Some North Korea journalists availed themselves oftwo rare opportunities in 2003 when
they were allowed to leave the country, including the chance for some state-owned media
reporters to attend the World University Games in South Korea. The games were
organized to promote a reconciliation between North and South Korea. The journalists
showed their support ofthe North Korean regime, though, when they started beating
people at the games who were “denouncing” Kim Jong-Il.^® That brawl showed that
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many journalists have “taken to heart” the president’s handbook for journalism. Most
journalists do not report on the most sensitive topics, including the great food shortages
51

within the country, because that could be seen as being disrespectful to the government.
Journalists in Vietnam stay away from taboo topics as well. The Communist
government keeps strict control over the media. Despite making allowances for a free
press, the constitution and the criminal code restrict the press with broad national security
and anti-defamation provisions. Since instituting a 1999 law,journalists must pay
damages to those who have been harmed by articles and broadcasts, even if what is stated
is true. Many reporters and photographers have been jailed or put under house arrest for
overstepping “the bounds of permissible reporting.” Sometimes,journalists also have
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their press cards taken away or their newspapers shuttered.
The government handed down a 13-year sentence to Pham Hong Son, an Internet
essayist. The international community railed against the government for this sentence,
and, unusually, the Hanoi Supreme Court reduced the sentence by seven years. The
government decides what information Internet users can view by controlling the
,»53

gateways that link Vietnamese ISPs with the rest of the world.

The government has

also placed many regulations to limit the content online. Cybercafe owners are
responsible for what users view in their establishments. Nguyen Vu Binh, a former
Vietnamese journalist, used the Internet to criticize the government. In return, he was
arrested, and a court handed down a seven-year sentence. The trial was closed to
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foreigners.
In nearby Burma(or Myanmar),the government forces many journalists within its
borders to stay away from sensitive and taboo subjects. The government forbade local
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media from covering a banking crisis in the early part of2003.The government owns the
broadcast media and all the daily newspapers, while maintaining a strict control over the
weekly and monthly publications. Government officials also use the right to
prepublication censorship of private media outlets.^^ The government has been one ofthe
main incarcerators ofjournalists in Asia,jailing 17journalists for writing pro-democracy
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articles in 2003. A sports journalist arrested that year was even sentenced to death.
In 2003, the ruling military jimta started cracking down on supporters of
democracy, especially activist Aung San Suu Kyi and her National League for
Democracy. After a mob attacked her convoy, she was detained and placed into so-called
,,58

protective custody.

Radio Free Asia reported that around 100 people were killed

during the ambush. International news agencies reported that the ambush was premeditated. Those reports were quite different from state and local media reports. These
publications reported that Suu Kyi and her party had been plotting an “armed uprising
„59

and committing acts counter to democracy,

The articles also said that the government

was detaining her for her own safety. The differences in reports from inside and outside
60

the country show the tight control the military junta has over the media.
The government also keeps a tight reign on Internet use. In July 2003, the first
two cybercafes opened in Rangoon,the country’s capital. In order to use the Internet,
people must first register their names. The government also only allows about 10,000 of
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the sites on the Web to be accessible from within the country’s borders,

Still, Burmese

exiles have created some Internet newspapers. Many ofthese newsgroups are based in
India, Bangladesh, and Thailand. Some ofthe reporters working for these groups have
run into difficulty with the “host countries” because ofthe pressure the Burmese military
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junta has placed on those countries.^^ For foreign reporters to gain entrance into the
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country, they must apply and be allowed to have a special visa from the government.
Foreign journalists trying to get into Laos often have to wait for months to obtain
the needed visas. They also have government escorts if they are allowed within the
country. Government officials deny visas if they feel a critical article is being written.
Some journalists try to get around these obstacles by coming to the country on travel
visas, but they could be arrested and prosecuted if the government officials catch them.
The government does whatever it can to keep Laos an isolated country, causing it to be
quite information-starved.^"^ Many foreign newspapers do circulate around the country,
but they tend to be too expensive for the average person. Nevertheless, Thai television
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and some other media are heard throughout the country.
In May 2003, Time magazine carried an article about the Hmong rebels in Laos,
which angered the government. Officials denounced the article. Time reporter Andrew
Perrin claimed that some government soldiers had fired shots at him as he was leaving a
rebel camp and that he had almost been captured by Laotian forces.^^ Two Thai freelance
journalists and their Laotian translator were arrested for traveling among the Hmong
rebels. In June 2003, a court handed down a 15-year sentence for a Belgian
photojoumalist and a French cameraman for “obstructing police and possessing illegal
explosives” after “their alleged involvement in the death of a village security guard in a
»»67

clash with rebels.

Thierry Falise, the photojoumalist, has claimed that the trial was

68

rigged.

Unlike in Laos and other coimtries, the situation in Afghanistan has greatly
improved since the fall ofthe Taliban at the end of2001.^^ Since the transition the
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government has processed 200 licenses for private publications as well as several for
cable television and private radio stations. The access to the Internet is mostly
70

unrestricted.

The government does own some major newspapers, but UNESCO helped

to establish Kabul Weekly^ which became the first independent newspaper in Kabul since
the end of 2001. UNESCO has also spent time trying to modernize the national news
agency, Bakhtar. A computer center has also been created at Kabul University Faculty of
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Journalism, which is mostly funded by UNESCO.

Journalists within the country still face many obstacles and dangers. Smay
Hamed, a noted journalist, participated in a BBC interview, denouncing the local
warlords. He was then attacked by a man with a vice, sustaining injuries in his hands,
arms, and chest. After publishing an article criticizing the Education Ministry, the editor
of Kabul’s Erada, Zahur Afghan, received about eight death threats witliin 24 hours.
Another incident in 2003 also showed that journalists still face many threats when
working in Afghanistan. Radio Liberty reporter Ahmed Behzad was assaulted and taken
to jail at the opening ofthe Afghan Independent Human Rights Commission.^^ Ismail
Khan, a warlord in Herat, overheard Behzad asking the interior minister about the human
rights situation in Herat. Herat-based journalists protested the beating and went to Kabul
to meet with President Hamid Karzai. Just days after the attack on Behzad, Khan said
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journalists who worked for foreign broadcasters “would meet a bad end.

The government adopted a press law in February 2002 that did grant the right to
freedom of speech and expression, but the law does contain provisions for licensing and
foreign ownership. There are also insult laws, which could allow for abuse. Still, there is
diversity in the media, at least in Kabul. Many local warlords restrict independent media
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outlets in the rest of the country/"* Despite some fluctuating circumstances, especially
outside Kabul, the situation of the press has improved. The media are even starting to
cover previously taboo topics, but until the threats and assault on journalists lessen, the
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media will continue some self-censorship and working in fear.
Journalism in the world’s largest democracy, India, continues to expand and
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become more diverse.

The country has about six new 24-hour cable news channels.

Existing channels- CAW, TV Today, BBC,and NDTV- continued to air. The
government, however, still controls many of the non-satellite radio and television
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stations.

The country’s low literacy rates make broadcast media outlets the most
78

popular source of news.

The privately owned media do often criticize the government in
79

their publications and outlets.

The couniry’s press corps still face many problems, including deatii and
harassment. In 2003, two journalists were killed.^^ The editor ofthe independent wire
service News and Feature Alliance, Parvaz Mohammed Sultan, was killed by unknown
gunmen. Many of his co-workers believed that he was targeted for his work. The other
journalist killed that year, Parmanand Goyal, was also shot. His son said he had heard
unknown men threatening his father because of his reports about the police and a local
81

politician.

Some laws curb investigative, hard-hitting reporting. Officials have used the
Official Secrets Act to prohibit journalists fi*om writing and broadcasting particular
information. One Kashmiri journalist was charged under this law and not released imtil
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seven months later, when the military admitted that there was no case against him.
Another journalist was charged in 2003 because of antiterrorism laws. The state assembly
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also passed a resolution that wanted the arrest and jailing of six journalists following the
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publication of an article criticizing a chief minister.
The country with one of the best press freedom records in Asia is Japan. The
provision for press freedom is written in the constitution and is usually upheld, unlike in
other Asian countries. The European Union does sometimes make complaints about the
kisha clubs, or secret press clubs, however. Government ministries, private businesses,
and the political parties send information to these press clubs that independent and
foreign journalists cannot receive. This deprives many freelancers ofinformation needed
to write their articles.^'* The Japanese government also passed a controversial privacy
protection bill, which many fear is a step backward in press freedom.^^ The death of
freelancer Satoru Someya showed an exception to the general safety ofjournalists within
the coiiniry. Someya was working on an article about tlie activities cf Chinese gangs in
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Tokyo.

Still, Japan tends to be a stalwart for press freedom,just as are Australia and New
Zealand. New Zealand ranked ninth place in the 2004 Reporters Without Borders press
freedom list, highest of all non-European countries. The diversity ofthe media is well
respected, and the government does not interfere.

According to the BBC,New Zealand

enjoys one ofthe most liberal media environments. The private media publications and
broadcasters are very tenacious in covering events.^^ Neighboring Australia has almost as
free a press as New Zealand. One of the major problems with the press there, though, is
the near monopoly ownership of the media. The Rupert Murdoch News Corporation
maintains control of about 70 percent ofthe urban newspapers. The Fairfax group
89

controls the rest.
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It is hoped that to better the situation of press freedom in the rest of Asia and
Australasia, the other countries will tend to look at three free countries’ examples.
especially Japan, which has the greatest cultural connection to the countries in the region.
The press, though, will continue to be at risk in Communist-controlled countries. Those
countries with continuing civil conflicts and those trying to establish a better democracy,
such as Afghanistan, will also sustain environments dangerous to journalists. Violence
and large number of arrests and assaults still beset the region.^^ The countries of
Southeast Asia remain the most persistent enemies to a free press. The shame ofthe
region is “that its nations are being raised as collective proofof a tragic conclusion for the
„91

whole world.

Until the governments and their leaders have a change in perspective or

bow, even a little, to international pressure, the circumstances in most ofthe countries in
the regions will stay the same, if not deteriorate.
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Chapter 3:
Africa

Fewer journalists have been imprisoned in the past year or two in Africa, but that
does not mean that the overall situation in the region has improved. Since the terrorist
attacks on the United States in 2001, African leaders have been introducing various
antiterrorist regulations. Many journalists, both local and foreign, within the region fear
the effect these news laws will have on civil rights and liberties, including the freedom of
the press.’ New regulations allowed for a crack down on media outlets, resulting in more
banning of radio and televisioii stations and seizing of newspapers."
Although not as rampant as in the Middle East, death ofjournalists was a fact in
Africa during 2003. Two journalists were killed in the Ivory Coast and a third one was
most likely executed in the Democratic Republic of Congo.^ These deaths and the overall
situation of a free press in sub-Saharan Africa may be attributed to the continuous civil
conflicts throughout the region. The authoritarian regimes and the subsequent weak
infrastructure within the individual countries provide an atmosphere oppressive to a free
press.'’ By the beginning of 2004, 50 percent(24)ofthe countries in sub-Saharan Africa
were listed as not free based on their press, according to Freedom House. Seventeen
countries, or 35 percent, were listed as partly free, while only seven, or 15 percent, were
free.^ Throughout 2004,40 journalists were threatened, and 12 media outlets had their
locations searched without their approval.^ As shown in Map 4,just over 10 African
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countries have either serious or difficuU situations with their press freedoms, but most
have at least noticeable problems.
Map 4; Africa
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The small country of Eritrea in eastern Africa has the distinction of continually
making the Committee to Protect journalists’ World’s Worst Places to Be a Journalist.
Eritrea is continuously present on that list as it is almost always has the largest number of
jailed journalists in Africa.^ The conditions for journalists within the country continually
deteriorate, despite its constitution making allowances for a free press. A press law of
1996 disallows private ownership of broadcast stations and requires the licensing of all
newspaper publications and their reporters. Free press is also ''subject to the official
interpretation of the objective reality of EritreaT^ Many times, officials do not release
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information about the location of the arrested journalists or the prison conditions they
10

expenence.

Since September 11, the government has cracked down on the media as well as on
the political opposition. It eliminated many ofthe private media outlets and arrested as
many as 10 of their top reporters because of“national security,

During 2002, 18

journalists sat in prisons in Eritrea. Because ofthe arrests and closures, some journalists
fled to other countries, while many foreign correspondents located within the country left
when they felt they could no longer practice their craft.

The arrest of Voice ofAmerica

stringer Aklilu Solomon in July 2003 showed that the oppressive treatment ofthe
government toward journalists would continue. The Eritrean government claimed that he
was taken to a military camp to complete the mandatory national service. But documents
showed lie had completed part of it, and medical reasons should have exempted him from
13

the rest.

Solomon’s family has claimed that police officials came to the house just after his
arrest to confiscate some of his belongings, including tapes and a tape recorder, and
14

disconnect the phone line.

Before his arrest, the government had taken away his

credentials because of his report on the grief of Eritrean families after a list of soldiers
who died during the war with Ethiopia was released. The government claimed that the
families were proud and not grieving. After the report came out, officials said that
15

Solomon was trying to “please the enemy” and was biased.
In September 2004,BBC correspondent in Asmara, Jonah Fisher, was expelled
from the country after 18 months of reporting there. Three weeks before his expulsion.
Information Minister Ali Abdu Ahmed met with Fisher to discuss his “racist negative
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reporting.

During the conversation, Ahmed mentioned that he had been monitoring

Fisher’s e-mail, phone and activities. Fisher was informed that he henceforth needed a
permit in order to leave the capital

and then came the news of his expulsion. In his

editorial for the BBC,he said,“no explanation was given but as a foreigner I am
„17

fortunate. Had I been Eritrean I have little doubt that I would now be in detention.

>»18

During 2004, 14 journalists and editors were placed in “secret places without trials.

U.S. Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld and the U.S. military had considered
locating a military base within the country. The Committee to Protect Journalists sent
Rumsfeld a letter asking him to look into the conditions in the country, especially the
situation of the press, and to reconsider building a base in Eritrea. The United States
eventually pulled out of the plan and instead built abase in Djibouti, Eritrea’s
neighboring country to the south. The U.S. State Department also notified the Eritrean
government at the beginning of 2003 that the country could lose the benefits firom the
African Growth and Opportunity Act because of human rights violence. When the
government did not improve the situation, the U.S. government canceled the benefits at
19

the start of 2004.

In western Afnca, the government of Togo received some acclaim for softening
the press laws within the country. In August 2004, the parliament unanimously passed
legislation that abolished the possibility ofjournalists being jailed for defaming the
government. Now,journalists would be fined between $4,000 and $10,000 for those
found guilty of defamation and reporting false information about the government and its
officials. The previous laws allowed prison sentences of as many as five years for those
who were convicted ofinsulting and defaming President Gnassingbe Eyadema.^® The
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new amendments scrap four provisions that gave the interior minister the authority to
seize and close newspapers in an effort to convince the United Nations to lift a 1993 ban
imposed to protest the political and civil rights situation in the cotmtry that Eyadema has
ruled for about 35 years.”* After Eyadema became his party’s president back in 1969, a
national referendum three years later firmly placed him as his country’s leader. When he
22

was elected, he declared the beginning of Togo’s third republic.

Togo fell from CPJ’s World’s Worst Place to be a Journalist last year and does
have a small active, independent media. There are more than 15 private newspapers that
often publish negative viewpoints and criticism about the government. Most television
and radio stations, however, report pro-government stances despite some ofthem being
23

privately owned.

A major problem for private media outlets is a financial one; many

businesses do not care to advertise with media cr cal of the government. Financial
burdens also make journalists within the coimtry susceptible to bribery to censor or kill
24

reports.
One of the biggest attacks on press freedom,though, occurred in June 2003. The
editor-in-chief, Dimas Dzikodo, and publication director, Philip Evegno, ofZ,’Evenement
and a reporter for Nouvel Echo^ Jean de Dieu Kpakpabia, were arrested and accused of
»,25

trying to publish photographs online of“alleged election disturbances.

The

government charged them with publishing false information. Reports came out that claim
Dzikodo and Kpakpabia were tortured during the three men’s one-month imprisonment.
But Dzikodo was the only to be convicted and received a fine ofonly $865.^^ In Febmary
2003, the official media regulatory body, the High Authority for Audiovisual
Communications, forced the closure ofthe independent Tropik FM following an aired
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debate that allowed listeners to call in and question Eyadema’s intention to possibly run
27

for a third seven-year term.

After the political upheaval in the country in 1991,

Eyadema declared a fourth republic of Togo, making the election in 2003 the third time
he would run during that republic.

After talks with the commission,the station was

allowed to reopen days after its closure.^^ The media made many complaints during and
after the election because of lack of access to political debates and ballot-coimting
centers, and many journalists claimed these obstacles prevented them from reporting on
30

voter fraud.

Since Eyadema died in February 2005, there has once again been political chaos
in this country. After the death of the president, military leaders unconstitutionally placed
Eyadema’s son, Faure Gnassingbe, in office. However, after sanctions and international
31

pressure, Gnassingbe stepped down from office.

The elections held on April 24 hailed

Gnassingbe, though, as the victor.^^ Shortly before the polls closed, men raided the
headquarters of opposition candidate Bob Akitani. The men,some wearing in military
uniform, threatened people in the building with guns and carried away computers.^^ As
crowds gathered later that night to hear the results, police used teargas to disperse them,
causing riots to break out. Several people turned up at hospitals with gunshot wounds and
34

up to three people might have been killed.

The break out of violence both before and

during the election as well as Akitani calling the election rigged signals political unrest
for some time to come in Togo, which will definitely not be good for the coimtry’s press.
Harassment and prison sentences are also common in Robert Mugabe’s
Zimbabwe. Freedom of the press within the country continues to be severely hampered.
and the government’s attitude toward the media shows no sign ofchange. In 2002, it
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passed the Access to Information and protection ofPrivacy Act, which required all
journalists to register with the government-controlled Media and Information
Commission.

The Associated Newspapers ofZimbabwe,owner of The Daily News^ the

country’s only independent daily, chose to challenge the act instead of registering. In
September 2003, the court said that since the group had not registered, it was “operating
outside the law” and could not bring suit until it registered.^^ The judiciary subsequently
ruled that The Daily News was illegal because of not registering. This ruling prompted a
takeover ofthe publication’s offices and confiscation of the equipment. About 20
37

journalists were also detained.

With the removal of this newspaper that served nearly
38

one million readers, there is now an “information vacuum” in the country.

The situation in Zimbabwe worsened in May 2004 when the government
»39

threatened to close a “moderately independent

weekly publication, the Tribune. The

World Press Freedom Committee wrote Mugabe, telling him that the “committee
condemns what is perceived to be another impending onslaught against the independent
»,40

and ‘foreign’ press in Zimbabwe.

During the same time that officials threatened to

shutter the Tribune, the government-controlled Herald began “an attack on Zimbabwean
journalists working for the foreign press, the last remnant of‘foreign correspondents’ in
that country, the non-Zimbabwean correspondents having been deported or forced to
„41

leave.

Information Minister Jonathan Moyo also said the prisons had plenty ofspace
»>42

for journalists who dealt with “foreign media houses,

All this occurred despite

protestations by the international community about Mugabe and his African National
43

Union-Patriotic Front’s human rights record.
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Zimbabwe’s government was not allowed to attend the Commonwealth meeting
in Nigeria of the heads of former British colonies in December of2003."^ An issue of The
Daily News was also distributed in Nigeria during the duration ofthe conference. One of
the most serious attacks on a journalist in recent years also occurred in 2003."^^ The
United Kingdom’s Guardian Zimbabwean correspondent Andrew Meldrum, who had
worked in Zimbabwe for 23 years, wrote about the declining economic and political
situation, as well as police brutality. Security agents began stopping by his house at night.
The Immigration Department confiscated his passport and residence permit. He was
given a deportation order. Although Meldrum received a stay against the deportation by
46

the High Court, officials still forced him to leave.

Meldrum’s expulsion has left the
,»47

country virtually “inaccessible to international media.

Journalists continue to face severe restramts in Rwanda as well. Local journalists
are still trying to rebuild their reputations after the 1994 genocide. Before the genocide,
many journalists associated themselves with Hutu extremists, who called for the death of
the Tutsi group and Hutu sympathizers. The magazine Khwgwra called Tutsis a
44
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subhuman race that aimed to destroy Rwanda,

Radio station RTLM aired the names

ofsome Tutsis and where they could be located as the genocide began."^^ In December
2003, the United Nations International Criminal Tribunal handed down long jail
sentences to three top media executives for their roles in the genocide. Founder and board
member of the radio station RTLM,Ferdinand Nahlmana, and the former editor of
Kangura, Hassan Ngeze, both received life imprisonment. Ex-Hutu extremist leader and
7?7Z/A/board member, Bosco Barayagwiza, received a lesser punishment because of
50

rights violations against him while he was in custody.
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The government uses what happened a decade ago to keep a tight rein on the
media.51 Newspapers do not have much influence outside ofthe capital, Kigali, mostly
because of the country’s illiteracy problem.^^ Newspapers still face many arbitrary
obstacles. Officials accused the editor of Umuseso,Ismael Mbonigaba, with “promoting
divisiveness and discrimination” and detained him for a month in January 2003. That
November, the newspaper’s news editor, Robert Sebufirira, was also detained. Officials
then confiscated 4,000 copies of the paper that included a story about the “demobilization
»-.53

of some army officers.

Five more reporters for the paper were also detained for a short

time. The government retains its monopoly in television and radio, although Radio
France Internationale, Voice ofAmerican, Deutsche Welle, and the BBC do air within the
54

country.

SBC. Radio France Internationale, aiid Africa No. 1 have recenth/ resumed
broadcasts in the Ivory Coast after a suspension of five months. There are several private
radio stations within the country, but none reach a national audience except the state55

controlled system.

Just because there are private media outlets does not mean the

Ivorian government is tolerant of an independent press. The political climate in the
country allows for considerable pressure on the media by both rebel forces and the
government. Laws provide officials the authority to bring criminal charges against
journalists who “insult the president or prime minister, defame institutions ofthe state, or
„56

undermine the reputation of the nation.

Recently, the government has annoimced that
57

it will rescind jail sentences for press offenses.

The Ivory Coast, though, has remained
58

dangerous to a free press and joimialists in general with two being killed there in 2003.

59
Ivorian Kloueu Gonzreu worked for the Ivorian Press Agency. He was found in
March near Toulepleu close to the Liberian border along with his 19-year-old son and
two Red Cross employees. He disappeared in January after having volunteered for the
Red Cross. Some local journalists believe Liberian mercenaries fighting for the Ivorian
government kidnapped him. About three weeks after his disappearance, Notre Pays, a
pro-government publication, accused Gonzreu of“voicing sympathy with the rebellion.
The government has no ruling authority in Toulepleu, so no inquisition into his death has
been made.59
In October of that year, RFFs Jean Helene became the second journalist murdered
in that country during 2003. He was shot by a police officer in the capital, while waiting
for the police to release eleven opposition supporters. Newspaper vendors staged a
boycott just days after Helene’s death in response to attacks by pro-Gbagbo youth in the
60

capital, Abidjan.

Just before the murder, rebels walked out on peace talks with President

Laurent Gbagbo, leaving the rebels holding the mostly Muslim north part of the country
and Gbagbo controlling the animist south. French and West African peacemakers
61

separated the two halves.

Some link Helene’s death to anti-French feelings. Convicted

in January 2004 for Helene’s murder, Sgt. Theodore Sery Dago was sentenced to 17
years in jail, a $1,000 fine, loss ofrank and the right to vote or leave his home for 10
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years.

Dangers increased not only in the Ivory Coast but also in the eastern part ofthe
Democratic Republic of Congo. Rebels and armies feel great pressure in these countries
to control the media, and they thereby pose a threat to journalists and publications within
63

their borders.

In the Democratic Republic of Congo, hard-hitting pieces about the war
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or the corruption within the government tend to bring severe consequences. President
Joseph Kabila’s People’s Party for Reconstruction and Development loyalists detain.
arrest, beat, and harass journalists as well as confiscate copies oftheir publications. Many
times businessmen as well as government and rebel officials enlist “mercenaries” to
64

attack the press.

The religious broadcast station. Radiotelevision Message de Vie, was raided and
shut down in Kinshasa. Owner Fernando Kutino, an outspoken Christian minister, was
starting a political campaign “Save the Congo,” criticizing President Kabila and the
65

government.

Kabila was inaugurated in June 2003,following a power-sharing deal at

the end of 2002 that ended the four-year civil war. Elections are set for sometime in
2005.66 Because of the political situation within the country,journalists continue to find it
dif]- cult to gain access to infonnation and restricted areas. Limited financial resources
also hamper newsgathering, while at the same time making underpaid journalists
67

susceptible to bribery.

Recent regulations passed in the Gambia signal a determination by that
government to kill off independent media outlets. The Criminal Code Amendment Bill,
passed by the National Assembly in 2004, allows for minimum prison terms of six
months without even the option of a fine. Media publications “used in alleged seditious
»>68

publication shall be forfeited to the State.

Repeated offenders receive sentences no

less than three years. One positive sign, however, is that in December 2004 the National
69

Assembly did rescind the National Media Commission Bill of2002.

The provisions of

the bill created a commission with the authority to create a code of ethics, deny the right
of confidential sources, and decide who may or may not be journalists.^® On the same day
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the National Assembly repealed that bill, though it did put into effect the Newspaper
Amendment Act of 2004. This act required all publications to re-register within two
weeks. Private publications also had to post a $16,665 bond, an increase of nearly 400
71

percent.

Four days after the passing of the Newspaper Amendment Act, the newspaper
community in the Gambia suffered a loss with the shooting ofDeyda Hydara, co-owner
of the independent paper The Point and a correspondent fox Agence France-Presse and
Reporters Without Borders. Hydara was shot three times in the head by unknown men
while driving home. Two other reporters for the paper were also wounded and taken to
the hospital. Hydara was one of the journalists who strongly opposed the passage ofthe
previously mentioned acts.^^ Many other journalists in the Gambia complain ofreceiving
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anonymous death threats when they cover the goveninient critically. But the Gambia
Press Union wants to bring changes to the nation’s tolerance for the media and to the
journalists’ work as well. The group is looking to start a journalism school at The
74

University of the Gambia with the help of UNESCO.
Nigerian journalists are also looking to enhance their craft. Back in 2001,just
under 30 journalists participated in an investigative reporting workshop to help them
better work in their country. The three-day workshop was sponsored by the Free Press
Institute of Nigeria, Investigators and Editors of Columbia, Mo., and the Freedom Forum.
At the time ofthe workshop, Dan Agbese, editor-in-chief of Nigeria’s Newswatch
magazine, said, “This workshop is one of several efforts in Nigeria in recent times to
sensitize young reporters in our country to the possibilities of...living by the high ideals
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of investigative reporting.

Nigeria continues to have a robust press, especially in the
76

city Lagos, despite the economy’s drag on the circulation ofpublications.

In general, the Nigerian government respects the constitutionally guaranteed right
to a free press. However,journalists still have to face harassment, threats, and some
censorship.

A photojoumalist was severely attacked by police aides to the vice

president on live television during 2003.^^ President Olusegun Obasanjo’s People’s
Democratic Party officials condemned foreign press outlets, such as CNN, Voice of
„79

America, and the BBC for “negative reportage,

In November 2003,Insider Weekly

journalists were accused of sedition and defamation. The magazine published a piece
»80

alleging that presidential aides were involved in oil theft in the Niger-Delta region.

The biggest obstacle to the press remains the harassment by police. Another challenge for
the press is its internal corruption. Political figures have discovered it is not that hard to
bribe journalists.^* Low sales figures and the high cost of printing in the country make
journalists susceptible to bribery. Still, the media do tend have political clout in pushing
82

for policy reforms.

Kenya made a positive change in its press situation in 2003. Freedom House
changed the country’s status from not free to partly free because the abuses ofjournalists
decreased and the new government elected in 2002 tends to allow more editorial
83

freedom.

The government asserts some control through provisions ofthe penal code,

the Book and Newspapers Act, colonial-era libel laws, and the Official Secrets Act.^"* In
September 2003, police arrested three staff members ofKenya’s oldest newspaper. East
African Standard, following the paper’s publishing leaked confessions in a murder
85

investigation.

In December, the attorney general announced his plans to forbid “gutter
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periodicals.

They had come under scrutiny for “politically motivated character
,.87

assassination through unfounded and exaggerated stories.

For nearly 14 years, photojoumalist Wallace Gichere has been trying to get just
compensation after police threw him out his fourth-floor window in Nairobi. He became
paralyzed from the waist down. The officers had come to arrest him for writing articles
critical of the government and for sending Amnesty International information on human
nghts abuses.

The Kenyan government’s human rights committee suggested in June

2000 that the government compensate Gichere for his injuries and loss of wages. Gichere
claimed the previous government had already approved that same recommendation. He
went on a hunger strike in 2002, causing Attorney General Wako to finally admit
liability. Gichere once again went on a hunger strike in December 2003, prompting Wako
to offer him the equivalent of SI24,000. The Kenyan Union of Joimialists responded by
„89

claiming this amount was “peanuts.

Gichere’s hospital bills amount to more than

$100,000, and he owes $77,000 to other creditors. He has no electricity and water
because they were disconnected due to unpaid bills. In January 2004, he sent an open
letter to President Mwai Kibaki begging him for just compensation that will actually
90

come to him.

So far, Gichere has also not seen justice done to the three officers
91

responsible for the abusive treatment that denied him the use of his legs.

The lack ofjustice in Gichere’s case shows that despite the improvements in
Kenya’s status, there are still serious problems, such as harassment, threats, and arrests.
The restrictions placed on countries in the sub-Saharan African continent since the
September 11 attacks on the United States have definitely tampered with the press
freedoms previously allowed in the region. Some nations have made some strides to
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improve certain aspects of their press, such as Nigeria. Other countries, such as the Ivory
Coast, Togo and Eritrea, remain threats to both journalism as a whole and JoumaHsts
themselves. The wars both in and between African countries make working in the region
hazardous for both local and foreign journalists. The poor economic situation hinders
both the development and creation of media as well as the amount ofimpact they can
92

have on the people of those nations.
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Chapter 4:
Europe and Former Soviet Bloc Countries

Unlike other parts of the world, nations in the European Union,in general, uphold
the freedom of the press. Western European countries continuously rank in the top 20 to
25 countries in the world, but it is the Scandinavian countries that always rank at the very
top. Finland, Sweden, Norway, Denmark, the Netherlands and even Iceland protect the
rights and privileges of tlic press above and beyond what other countries do.^ The
countries more recently inaugurated into the EU,mostly from Eastern Europe such as
Poland, may have more problems upholding press freedoms, but they are making great
strides to catch up to the west. In general, though, it is the countries in the rest of Europe
and central Asia that continue to cause some alarm, as seen in Map 5.
The situation in Russia is a truly perilous one, especially as it sets an example for
all the former Soviet Bloc countries. Despite Vladimir Putin’s claims that Russia is a
great democracy, the country does not uphold the democratic values and principles,
especially regarding the press. “Pretending that Putin was democratically elected or that
his government tolerates anything less than complete obedience, ignores the distasteful
reality that Russia’s still doing business Soviet style. Called the ‘evil empire’ by Ronald
„2
Reagan, Russia is committed to seizing absolute control over its press, During recent
years, the press has continued to face great opposition by the government as it controls
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most of the broadcast outlets and exerts much pressure on independent print
publications.’
Map 5: Europe and Former Soviet Bloc Countries
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The Kremlin used restrictive laws to help it gain control ofthe broadcast stations
during 2003. The legislation allowed the government to shutter any outlet “accused ot
printing or broadcasting biased political commentary during the elections

In June, the

government shuttered TV Speckttmi, the final independent television station that
broadcasted nationwide, and replaced it with a government-owned sports station. With
these outlets now being government-controlled, opposition parties can no longer receive
balanced coverage, which became a problem as the political parties were preparing for
parliamentary elections at the end of that year. In October the Supreme Court struck
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down the earlier legislation, but it had already had an adverse effect on the Russian
media. Many journalists started censoring their work more, and editors curtailed coverage
of the election to avoid possible legal action.^
Journalists working in Russia continue to face harassment, assault, threats, prison
sentences, and death. In October 2003, the editor-in-chief of Tolyattinskoye Obozreniye,
Aleksey Sidorov, was stabbed to death following his publication ofan investigative
article into organized crime.^ Two journalists were killed during the 2004 summer in
Moscow, including the editor of the Russian version ofForbes magazine.^ For the first
time since the fall of the Soviet Union, a journalist was sent to a labor camp for a year
after being convicted of defamation.^ German Galkin, editor-in-chief of Vecherny
Cheliahinsk, had supposedly libeled two regional politicians. The use of“antiquated
laws. such as the one used in Galkin’s case, allow the govemm Cl to continuously
constrict and threaten the media.*® Many times the courts and the prosecuting lawyers try
11

to shield those accused of harassing and threatening journalists as well.
Journalists continued to be harassed and hampered in their coverage ofthe
ongoing conflict with Chechnya. The government placed more restrictions on them after
the Nord-Ost hostage situation in 2002, when Chechen rebels took control of a Moscow
theater. The government lashed out at media outlets that criticized the government for its
slow response. The government pressured media executives to create an Anti-Terrorism
Convention, pushing media outlets to limit their coverage ofthe government’s
12

antiterrorist operations.

Journalists, both foreign and local, are many times blocked

from working in Chechnya. An Agene France-Presse correspondent in the area is still
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missing from early 2004.^^ Officials have continuously pressured Lithuanian and
14

Estonian officials to close KavKazCenter.com, a Chechen rebel Web site.

The way Putin and the Russian government treat the media gives the perception to
their neighbors that it is acceptable to oppress the media. This example is one followed
by countries such as Azerbaijan, Turkmenistan, Kyrgyzstan and Uzbekistan. Although
the Azerbaijani constitution guarantees a free press, the government still places severe
restrictions upon the media. Libel is a criminal offense, causing an overload of
defamation lawsuits against those outlets that criticize or oppose the govemment.^^ Yeni
Musavat, a publication connected to the opposition party Musavat, was convicted oflibel
and had to pay upward of 100,000 Euros.^^ Besides the defamation suits, government
pressure further hampers many publications. In October 2003, the state printing press
refused to print about six opposition publications. Yeni Musavat, one ofthe newspapers
that were not being printed, claimed that the management officials ofthe press said they
would not print anything against the government. However, at the start of2004, the state
17

press resumed printing the newspapers.

When President Heydar Aliyev’s health began to fail, the government would not
release information regarding his condition. Many publications began to print articles
questioning his ability to run the country, outraging government officials. Many officials
felt these reports were direct attacks on the president, and subsequently, attacks against
journalists markedly increased. As the election at the end of2003 grew closer, the
number of attacks continued to rise. The Council ofEurope and the Organization for
Security and Cooperation in Europe sent a joint statement to the Azerbaijani government
criticizing the current situation of press freedom in the country. Through the statement.
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the groups demanded investigations to look at the perpetrators ofthe attacks and
harassment on the media. They also demanded the authorities to do something that would
18

actually curb these attacks in the future and better protect journalists.

Turkmenistan has created one of the most repressive environments for the media
in the region. After the attempt to assassinate President Saparmurat Niyazov at the end of
November, the government worked to reign in the press even more despite the
constitutional guarantees of a free press. The Turkmen situation has not changed much
in the 14 years since the fall of the Soviet Union. Currently, there are 10 Turkmenlanguage newspapers, one Russian publication, one state news agency, three governmentcontrolled television stations, and two radio stations.^^ There is nearly total censorship in
the country since the government bans foreign publications and restricts access to the
21

internet.

The govcrnnienL controlling most of the media allows for authorities to keep a
„22

Soviet-style cult of personality.

Journalists working within Turkmenistan usually

censor their work heavily. Those journalists in the country as foreign correspondents only
23

escape harassment and attacks by writing under a pseudonym.

Political opposition is not tolerated by government authorities. The powerful
Committee for the Preservation of State Secrets is in charge of censoring the media and
keeping it in line. President Niyazov personally appoints the editors of media outlets,
giving him a great deal of power over the media. He also must approve all publications
before they are printed and all evening broadcasts on state television stations before they
24

can be aired.

State media is usually seen as a mere propaganda mouthpiece for Niyazov
25

and his government.
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Despite the ban on official censorship in Uzbekistan, President Islam Kariov still
greatly restricts the media within his country. Harassment and physical assaults against
journalists continue to be reported. Rusian Sharipov, former head ofthe Independent
Union of Journalists of Uzbekistan, reportedly was tortured, bringing international
attention to the country. He had been very outspoken against the government in numerous
articles, but officials insisted he was arrested because ofsodomy and managing
prostitutes. Sharipov is a known homosexual. Homosexuality is against the law in
Uzbekistan but almost never prosecuted, prompting many observers to think Sharipov
was arrested and tortured for his work."^
Many journalists are arrested for their work in Uzbekistan, and it is the leading
jailer ofjournalists in Europe and central Asia. In 1999, the editor and a staff member of
nc\

Erk^

r of the banned opposition party Erk, were sentenced to 14 and 15

years in jail, respectively, because of publishing the newspaper and for criticizing the
government. National Yangi Asr’s correspondent Madzhid Abduraimov was sentenced to
13 years back in mid-2001 following the publication of articles investigating corruption.
More recently, in February 2003, freelancer Gayrat Mehliboyev was sent to jail for seven
years because of his editorial showing his sympathy for the banned Islamic opposition
27

party.
Because many of the state-controlled media outlets produce only mundane news
about the daily meetings of the president without reporting any real news, the people of
Uzbekistan generally get news from Russian television, BBC radio. Radio Free
Europe/Radio Liberty’, and Voice ofAmerica. Foreign broadcasts, though, still face
censorship, so it remains difficult for citizens to get a full newscast.^^ Defamation of the
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president continues to be illegal in the country.^^ Many editors ofpublications hire former
censors of the state in order to decrease the risk to journalists and the publication.30
The media constantly faced the threat of libel lawsuits in Kyrgyzstan as well.
Moya Stolitsa, an independent newspaper, particularly came under fire during 2003. The
newspaper had been publishing critical reports of the government, especially about
corruption among officials. Since November 2002,the paper was listed as a defendant in
as many as 34 lawsuits. After being fined nearly $100,000,the paper was forced to shut
down during the summer of 2003.'* The money doled out by the newspaper went to both
politicians and businessmen. Prime Minister Nikolai Tanaev started the wave of lawsuits
against the newspaper by claiming that an article greatly hurt his dignity and honor. The
investigative report criticized the policies of the president and those who work closely
with him. However, the newsp per did reopen a short while after it dosed, assuming a
32

new name, MSN.

Another newspaper Kyrgyz Ordo also closed down because ofthe
33

amount of damages it was forced to pay.
Many independent media outlets ran into the problem that government officials
subsidized certain print, radio, and television stations and publications giving them a
distinct advantage with advertising revenue over the independent outlets. Besides these
economic and financial pressures,journalists also had to work under the threat of
physical assault. Authorities found the body of Emis Nazalov, a reporter for the
newspaper Kyrgyz Ruhul, floating in a canal in September 2003. Earlier that year a
reporter for the newspaper Moya Stolitsa was also assaulted, while another journalist’s
car was set on fire by unknown assailants.^"* Still, the press situation in Kyrgyzstan is
much better than other countries in their area.^^ The year 2003 did end with a bright spot
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for Kyrgyzstan, though, with the opening of the first full-service independent printing
36

press.
Countries just to the west of Russia continue to have as many problems as those
to the south of it. In Belarus the media situation remains dire. President Alyaksandr
Lukashenka issued an executive decree in 2003 that prohibited activities, including media
„37

reports, which would “demean state authorities.

Those journalists who defame the

president can also receive as many as five years in jail.^^ By the end ofthat year, three
journalists were still in labor camps for insulting the president.^^ The criminal libel laws
of the country have been in effect since 1999. These regulations allow the government to
target journalists, especially those who have continued to criticize the re-election of
Lukashenka in 2001, calling it a fraud. Three journalists with independent newspapers
ooi ●” senicnccs in 2002 for defaming the president during some

received “correcli\ c
pre-election articles.

40

The information minister continues to shut down publications. About 10
newspapers were either closed or suspended during the span of a year, ending in mid2004, because of “spurious bureaucratic grounds” in articles written before the
referendum in October as well as the legislative elections.

41

Toward the end of 2003, the

government passed a Law on Mass Media, which forces the re-registration of media
outlets as well as heavily censoring the Internet.

42

The government also uses its power to

expel foreign correspondents who report negatively about the government. In 2003, Pavel
Selin, a correspondent for Russian NTV, was sent out of the coimtry following his article
claiming that the government had caused a disturbance at the funeral procession of Vasil
Bykau, a pro-democracy Belamsian author.
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The Human Rights Annex to the Dayton Peace Accords offers protection beyond
the constitutional guarantees, to media outlets in Bosnia-Herzegovina, although the
situation in the country is still complex and riddled with problems."^ Print publications
face many obstacles as a result of the strong etlmic and ideological divisions within the
country. There are seven daily newspapers and 30 television stations, including 12 public
ones. The country also supports 46 public radio stations and 97 private ones."*^ The
newspaper market within the country causes some concern, creating an ominous outlook
for the future.

Many of the publications and even some broadcast stations have trouble

surviving because of the reliance on foreign donations."*^ Government-owned companies
48

continue to give money to media outlets that are not overly critical ofthe government.

.Toumalists also face some harassment and abuse after filing critical reports. Tlie
police, poiiiicians, or businessmen instigate many of the assaults and 1awsiuts against
journalists.'^'^ Nor has recent headway been made in the investigation ofthe 1999 attempt
on the life of Zeljko Kopanja, the editor of the Nezavisne Novine. He lost both his legs
when his car was bombed. Prior to the attack, Novine has published many articles about
Serbian war crimes.^° University students have also showed that they are willing to
intimidate a free press. The student group connected to the Muslim nationalist Party for
Democratic Action harassed and threatened many journalists in Sarajevo who were
connected to the weekly news program 60 Minutes. During one ofthe broadcasts, there
was a report on a secret training camp that Iranian intelligence agents ran during the civil
war in the 1990s. However, police did do their jobs to protect those associated with 60
51

Minutes for several days.
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There still tends to be interference by politicians in the media, especially in radio
and television at both the national and local levels. Midhat Dedic, the director ofthe
municipal Radio SANA, was ousted from his position in mid-2003 by local politicians.
The Republika Srpska Parliament tried to gain control over a station through a resolution
that demanded the resignation of all those in charge ofthe station.^^ A correspondent for
the Kuwaiti News Agency and an adviser to the federal prime minister verbally attacked
another journalist with the Federal Television because of“alleged tendentious and untrue
,03

reports about the BH Steel Plant.

The Kuwaiti state-owned plant has not been able to

t
get out of its financial problems. The prime minister’s condemnation of his adviser’s
54

conduct was a positive sign.

The condition of the media in neighboring Serbia and Montenegro continues to
iacc many obstacles because ol the unstable political environment.''^ Many restrictions
were placed on the media after the assassination of Serbian Prime Minister Zoran
Djindjic. Following his 2003 death, the country went into a state ofemergency, which
56

further curtailed media freedoms. In March a sniper shot Djindjic while he was getting
out of his car in Belgrade. His death elevated Parliament Speaker Natasa Micic to the
acting head of the government. He directly announced a state ofemergency. Micic gave
the Culture and Public hiformation Ministry the authorization to repress reports on the
assassination. Later that month the government appointed Vladimir “Beba” Popovic,
former propagandist for Djindjic, as the head ofthe Communications Bureau. He
pressured journalists to keep silent on government policies by means of lawsuits and
57

threats.
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The following month the parliament passed the Public Information Law, which
“broadened the ability of courts to close media outlets for using vaguely defined ‘hate
>o8

speech’ and weakened the protection ofjournalistic sources,

Journalists also continue

to face the threat of libel, which is still a criminal offense.^^ Again, politicians are
frequently the ones who file the lawsuits against journalists. Milan Colic, a translator for
Danas^ an independent daily in Belgrade, was sentenced to three months in prison
following a 2001 report connecting Former Yugoslav President Dobrica Cosic to war
crimes committed by the Yugoslav People’s Army. Colic was tried in absentia since he is
60

currently living in the Czech Republic.

Recent years have been bad ones for journalists in nearby Romania. They have
had to face increased attempts of harassment and pressure by local and national
authorities. Although the uovsj; ament outlawed jail time for insults,journalists can still be
sent to prison for libel or the spreading of false information.^^ A few journalists were
arrested for defamation and slander in 2003, including Dan Balasescu and Gazeta de Olt,
who had to shell out a combined 18,000 Euros for “moral damage to the prefect of Olt
,»62

County, Marin Diaconescu.

Damages can range from about 400 to 20,000 Euros. A

journalist generally makes only about 100 Euros a month.^^ Many publications and
journalists practice self-censorship to avoid problems. Romania’s largest private radio
station, Europe FM,lost three journalists in April 2003 when they resigned, claiming that
the station refused to air reports critical ofthe govemment.^'^ There were several other
65

cases of editorial censorship, usually as a result of political pressure.

Journalists can face worse consequences for their words than jail time. Assault,
sometimes deadly, is not altogether uncommon. A journalist for the publication
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Timisvara disappeared in mid-2002, his body found eight months later. His
disappearance followed the publication of several articles about organized crime; he was
also working on a book about illegal business activities in the region. Ino Ardelean, a
reporter for the daily Evenimentul Zilei, was beaten unconscious in December 2003 after
he wrote numerous articles about illegal activities. He became the fourteenth journalist to
66

be physically attacked that year.

Stations and publications with some foreign ownership find it easier to be more
independent of government control.^^ Private media within the country usually have
owners that are closely associated to government officials and, therefore, report from a
pro-government perspective. Still, Romania has been trying to take more steps toward a
freer press in order to gain membership in the European Union. In 2002, its membership
was delayed until a.t least 2007. After the announcement of the delay, international
pressure compelled the country to amend its media laws and constitution, to align them
more closely with those in the rest of Europe. Although not all ofthe provisions have
69

been well enforced, the country is making strides to help protect journalists.

Poland, which became a member ofthe EU in May 2004 along with ten other
nations, does not have laws regarding the press that mirror other European countries,
despite showing respect for the media.^® Poland’s constitution fi-om 1997 forbids
censoring the media, yet the country still considers libel as a criminal offense. The police
were investigating more than 40 cases against the press at the end of 2003. Many ofthe
journalists and editors were facing charges of defamation, misuse of confidential
infonnation or just violation of the press laws.^* The courts even sentenced a journalist to
jail for three months for defamation; however, international and national pressure stopped
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his imprisonment/" The Rzeczpospolita newspaper also continues to fight a hostile
takeover by the government/^
Despite their long-term membership in the European Union, many wellestablished countries in the region continue to face media troubles, especially Italy, which
continues to “go against the grain.

,74

Italy fell in the most recent Freedom House ranking

to partly free because of the political pressures put on media outlets and the high
concentration of media o\\mership.^^ A major cause for worry is Prime Minister Silvio
76

Berlusconi’s continued control over a large media empire despite his political position.
Berlusconi is even able to exert some influence over the public-service broadcaster

■ 77

In May 2004, Rai chairwoman Lucia Annunziata resigned firom her position in protest to
the new appointments to the board of the company. She claimed that “the corporation
I'nainiy rcficcicd the views” of t!ie prime minister.^^ A week prior to her resignation, top
journalist Lilli Gruber also quit Rai. Like Annunziata, she claimed that the corporation
reflected the government’s views because of Berlusconi and said that his conflict of
79

interest damaged Italian democracy.

Government interference in media content, in general, has increased recently, as
the government fails to enforce the laws of the country, allowing for more violence
against journalists. Also, a journalist in Sicily was attacked by unknown assailants in
mid-2003 following his writing an article about drug trafficking. Another journalist in
Sardinia was fired at in his home, although he was not hurt, most likely for his work as
well.80 The trend of government interference and threats is most likely because ofthe
failure to reform the procedures to access information and the lack offramework or
81

guidelines for journalists and the enforcement of laws in the past twenty years.
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Spain also saw a slight decline in the safety ofits journalists because ofthe
preoccupation of the government with security after the Madrid temorist attacks. The
media during 2003 and through some of2004 faced an increase in harassment. Basque
journalists were often arrested, and three other ones were held in detention because of
antiterrorism laws. Euskaldu?ion Equnkariaa, a Basque-language daily newspaper, was
shuttered because of the suspicion that it worked with the ETA,the Basque separatist
82

group.

Journalists who write articles criticizing that organization also do so under the
S3

threat of violence.

The problems in Spain may decrease as the country’s political crisis ends.
although it is uncertain how the government and the people will react if another terrorist
attack occurs. The examples set by Scandinavian countries as well as the influence ofthe
North Atlantic Treat>’ Organization and the EU provide a stable framework for couiiiries
in Eastern Europe and the Balkans. However,in order for the press situation to become
better in the former Soviet Bloc countries, Russia will need to show that it will uphold
84

civil rights.

Unless substantial international pressure is put on President Putin, Russia

will not be making any significant strides in improving press laws while he remains in
office. If other former KGB agents continue to hold power within the country, the
outlook for the media in Russia and the surrounding nations will continue to be bleak.

1. Reporters Without Borders, “All EU Members among the Top 40; Russia, Caucasus and Central
Asia Lag Behind,” Reporters Without Borders, http://www.rsforg/article.php3?id_article=l 1712(accessed
January 8, 2005).
2. John Curtis, “Putin Upends Russia’s Free Press,” Onlinecolumnist.com,
http;//www.onlinecolumnist.com/ 0423301.html (accessed January 8, 2005).
3. Karlekar, “Freedom ofihe Press 2004: A Global Survey ofMedia Independence,” 156.
4. Reporters Without Borders, home page.

83

5. Ibid.
6. Ibid, 156-157.
7. Ibid, 157.
8. Reporters Without Borders, “All EU Members among the Top 40; Russia, Caucasus and Central
Asia Lag Behind.”
9. Reporters Without Borders,“A Black Year: 42 Journalists Killed and a Steep Increase in Other Press
Freedom Violations.”
10. World Association of Newspapers,“WAN 2003 Press Freedom Review.
11. Alex Lupis, “Over\ iew: Europe and Central Asia” in Attacks on the Press in 2003, ed. Susan
Ellingwood, 163(New York: Comminee to Protect Journalists, 2003).
12. Ibid, 162.
13. Reporters Without Borders, “All EU Members among the Top 40; Russia, Caucasus and Central
Asia Lag Behind.”
14. Karlekar, “Freedom ofthe Press 2004: A Global Survey ofMedia Independence,"157.
15. Ibid, 50.
16. Lupis.
17. Human Rights Watch,“Azerbaijan: Media, the Presidential Elections and the Aftermath: Media
Environment Since the Elections,” Human Rights Watch, http://hrw.org/backgrounder/eca/
azerbaijan/2004/4.htm# (accessed January 8, 2005).
18. Lupis, 149.
19. Karlekar, “Freedom ofthe Press 2004: A Global Survey ofMedia Independence,” 182.
20. UN Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs, “Turkmenistan: Focus on Press
Freedom,” United Nations, http://vvww.irinnews.org/report.asp?ReportID=28147&Select
Region=Central_Asia&SelectCountry=TURKMENISTAN (accessed January 8, 2005).
21. Reporters Without Borders,“Former Soviet Countries: A Return to the Old Ways?” Reporters
Without Borders, http://www.rsforg/mbrique.php3?id_mbrique=422(accessed January 8, 2005).
22. Lupis, 170.
23. Ibid.
24. Ibid, 171.
25. Karlekar, “Freedom ofthe Press 2004: A Global Survey ofMedia Independence,” 182.
26. Ibid, 189.
27. Lupis, 174.

I

84

28. Ibid.
29. Karlekar, "Freedom ofthe Press 2004: A Global Survey ofMedia Independence." 188.
30. Lupis, 173.
31. Karlekar, "Freedom ofthe Press 2004: A Global Sun’ey ofMedia Independence," 123.
32. Ibid.
33. Ibid.
34. Ibid.
35. Reporters Without Borders,“All EU Members among the Top 40; Russia, Caucasus and Central
Asia Lag Behind."
36. Karlekar, "Freedom ofthe Press 2004: A Global Sur\'ey ofMedia Independence,"123.
37. Ibid, 62.
38. Ibid.
39. Reporters Witliout Borders,“A Black Year: 42 Journalists Killed and a Steep Increase in Other
Press
.-Jnr.i Vio]
ns.
■

. Li-.n

15P

41. Reporters Without Borders, “All EU Members among the Top 40; Russia, Caucasus and Central
Asia Lag Behind."
42. Karlekar, "Freedom ofthe Press 2004: A Global Sun>ey ofMedia Independence,"63.
43. Lupis, 151.
44. Karlekar, "Freedom ofthe Press 2004: A Global Survey ofMedia Independence,”66.
45. Ibid, 67.
46. World Association of Newspapers,“WAN 2003 Press Freedom Review.
47. International Press Institute, “2003 World Press Freedom Review.'
48. Karlekar, "Freedom ofthe Press 2004: A Global Survey ofMedia Independence,”67.
49. Lupis, 152.
50. Ibid, 153.
51. Ibid, 152.
52. Ibid, 153.
53. International Press Institute, “2003 World Press Freedom Review.

85

54. Ibid.
55. Karlekar, "Freedom ofthe Press 2004: A Global Survey ofMedia Independence."162.
56. Reporters Without Borders,“Former Soviet Countries: A Return to the Old Ways?
57. Lupis, 166.
58. Karlekar, "Freedom ofthe Press 2004: A Global Sur\>ey ofMedia Independence,"163.
59. Ibid.
60. Lupis, 167.
61. Karlekar, "Freedom ofthe Press 2004: A Global Sur\>ey ofMedia Independence," 155.
62. International Press Institute, “2003 World Press Freedom Review.
63. Lupis, 160-161.
64. Ibid, 161.
65. International Press Institute, “2003 World Press Freedom Review.
6-:>. Karlekar, "Freetlor:

} e^s 2L>'U: a Global Sur\'cy ofMedia Independence, 155.

07. Ibid. 156.
68. Ibid, 155.
69. Lupis, 160.
70. Reporters Without Borders, “All EU Members among the Top 40; Russia, Caucasus and Central
Asia Lag Behind.”
71. Karlekar, "Freedotn ofthe Press 2004: A Global Survey ofMedia Independence,"153.
72. Reporters Without Borders,“All EU Members among the Top 40; Russia, Caucasus and Central
Asia Lag Behind.”
yy

73. World Association of Newspapers,“WAN 2003 Press Freedom Review.

yy

74. Reporters Without Borders,“Former Soviet Countries: A Return to the Old Ways?

75. Karlekar, "Freedom ofthe Press 2004: A Global Survey ofMedia Independence,”116.
76. Reporters Without Borders,“All EU Members among the Top 40; Russia, Caucasus and Central
yy
Asia Lag Behind.
77. Karlekar, "Freedom ofthe Press 2004: A Global Sur\>ey ofMedia Independence,”117.
78. British Broadcasting Company, “Italy Media Boss Quits in Protest,” British Broadcasting
Company, http://news.bbc.co.uk/'go/pr/fr/-/2^i/europe/3683843.stm (accessed January 8, 2005).
79. Ibid.

86

80. Karlekar, “Freedom ofthe Press 2004: A Global Survey ofMedia Independence,” 117.
81. Ibid, 116.
82. Ibid, 170.
9)

83. Reporters Without Borders. “Former Soviet Countries: A Return to the Old Ways?
84. Lupis, 142.

L

87

Chapter 5:
The Americas
With the generally good examples of Canada and the United States, the two
American continents have a solid foundation for a free press; however, Central and South
America continue to battle problems, both political and economic, that threaten a free
press. The situation of the press continues to be alarming in Cuba, Colombia, and Haiti,
as government officials continue to jail and harass journalists.^ Seven journalists were
killed in Lk

I'L

ion during 2003, up from fi\-e the year before. Governments in Latin

America coritiniie to use econonne pressure to keep the media under control because they
are unwilling to allow criticism for how they run their countries. Some countries,
including Brazil and Uruguay, have a judicial system that easily uses its power to censor
the media.^ It is easy to see in Map 6 that North and South America have, in general, the
best records in press freedom. The two countries with the biggest problems, though, are
Colombia and Cuba.
The situation in Cuba continues to deteriorate. Cuba remains the region’s greatest
jailer ofjournalists. March 18, 2003, was a black day for journalists in the country as
officials arrested 27 independent journalists during a crack down on political dissidents.
About 50 activists were arrested alongside the journalists.^ Many ofthe journalists had
written articles published in foreign newspapers and had met with some U.S. diplomats,
most likely angering the Cuban government.'* During the crackdown, police raided many
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of the journalists’ homes and took cameras, printers, books, typewriters, and research.
Before their trials, the journalists were practically denied access to lawyers. On April 7,
the court sentenced the journalists to prison with terms ranging from 14 to 27 years.
Before the end of that month, the highest court in the country, the People’s Supreme
Tribunal, threw out the journalists’ appeals.^
Map 6: The Americas

Source:Reporters Without Borders^

Because of the harsh prison conditions, many ofthe jailed journalists went on
hunger strikes several times throughout 2003. After other imprisoned journalists heard
about the strikes, they joined in. Prison officials refused to allow strikers to have any
contact with outsiders or release any information about them, leaving their families with
no knowledge of their conditions or health.^ The journalists, placed in solitary

89

confinement because of their hunger strikes, have claimed inadequate medical attention
and have complained about unhealthy food.^
After the crackdown, many other governments and human rights groups around
the globe condemned the Cuban government for the arrests made in mid-March.^ In order
to counter the international pressure, the Cuban government used their “propaganda
machine,” mostly on the Internet, to keep Cubans on its side. In August ofthat year, the
Web site Cubadebate hit the Internet. Its purpose, according to the Committee to Protect
Journalists, is to “destroy the calumnies against Cuba. The site has been used to promote
books and articles that denounce dissidents and independent journalists as
‘mercenaries.,»io The crackdown has hindered the small spark of progress made toward a
freer press in the country that began with former U.S. President Jimmy Carter’s state visit
in 2002. He

vO a naDonally broadcasted, live speech “offering praise of the dissident
^>11

movement and independent press.

The hope that his speech had given independent

journalists has been slain. Although there are still some independent journalists working
within the country, they must censor their own work to avoid harassment and jail time.
All the media outlets within the country are censored for “ideological content, which
>»12

must be in agreement with official government positions.

Haiti joined Cuba as the only two nations in the Americas to make the Committee
to Protect Journalists’ list of World’s Worst Places to be a Journalist in 2004. The recent
political crisis ending with the ousting of President Jean-Bertrand Aristide at the end of
February placed journalists in the middle of the rebellion that ran from January to
March.13 Both during and after the rebellion, many independent journalists fled the
country or went into hiding because they feared for their lives. The owner and reporters
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of one of the country's top independent radio stations, Radio Haiti Inter, closed down the
station so they could leave the country after they had received numerous threats. Armed
men were also responsible for setting a reporter’s vehicle on fire in his garage. Another
journalist was found naked and bound in a sugar cane field after disappearing two days
14

before. A third reporter received a threatening letter and a 12 mm cartridge in the mail.

Reporters Without Borders had proclaimed Aristide one ofthe “predators of press
freedom.” The group also said that since Aristide’s fall, the country’s situation under
interim President Boniface Alexandre had “dramatically” improved.*^ One problem,
however, is that the country continues to be in a precarious political situation. Haiti’s
interim Prime Minister Gerard Latortue has promised that the country will hold elections
during 2005 so the new president can take over the reins of government in Febniary
16

2006, Wiicn Arisii J.e’s term was to originally end. Journalists, especially in the nual
areas, continue to have to answer to fornier soldiers who helped oust Aristide, causing
17

many of them to censor themselves.

Haiti’s press must also overcome years of a shaky foundation, including their
failure to seek justice for those who kill and threaten journalists. In 2000, outspoken radio
broadcaster Jen Leopold Dominique, who owned Radio Haiti Inter, was shot. A judge did
charge six men with his murder, but Dominique’s widow, Michele Montas, claimed the
investigation was “incomplete and that the indictments failed to charge for masterminds
behind the murder.

18

The country’s court of appeals allowed for the release ofthree of

the men with the promise that a new investigation would be conducted.*^ Other
journalists remain in the country but have gone into hiding, such as Radio Etincelle
20

owner Esdras Mondelus, after receiving death threats. While Aristide was still in power.
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men shot at the Radio Caraibes station from a car with a government license plate;
21

however, officials claimed the car was stolen. These situations make it difficult for a
country still in political upheaval to make great strides toward a freer press. World press
groups will be eagerly awaiting to observe how the new government elected in 2006 will
treat the press because that will set the tone for the future.
Besides Cuba and now Haiti, Colombia has also been considered a dangerous
place for journalists for several years. Despite its not making CPJ’s Most Dangerous list
in 2004, it had made it many previous years. One ofthe primary reasons that Colombia
has been and will probably remain a very dangerous place for all is the 40-year civil war
that never abates.““ Colombia’s laws do support a free press and many journalists publish
reports critical of the government and rebel groups. The problem, however, is that the
government does not h

:iuoc.uate control over the entire country to enforce these laws.

During 2003, four journalists were killed in the country with about 40 more receiving
death threats for their work.“^ In the last 20 years, more than 150 journalists have been
killed in the country, another 200 or more have been kidnapped, and many others have
24

fled the country or were forced into exile.

Two journalists from the Los Angeles Times were kidnapped at the beginning of
2003, proving that both foreign and local journalists are unsafe in the country.^^ In
March, a radio host from Radio Meridiano 70 was killed, causing another 14journalists
to flee to Bogota because of the tlireats and harassments they had experienced. Six
journalists felt they had to flee the country in 2003 because ofthe death threats they had
received. One of them was Fabio Castillo, the head ofthe investigation unit of the weekly
newspaper El Espectador. Castillo left after being fired upon but escaped unharmed.
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Castillo and his supporters claimed he was trying to be silenced following an article about
26

illegal business activities involving the interior and justice minister.

Just like Colombia, Guatemala has been dropped from CPJ’s Most Dangerous list,
but that does not mean that the situation for journalists in that country has much
improved. In the Freedom House classifications, it descended from partly free to not free
because of increased threats and intimidation facingjoumalists.^^ Many ofthe increases
in abuses came as the 2003 election date drew near, although journalists and observers
saw many abuses of press freedom tliroughout the year. In May,a journalist for the radio
station Ke Buena was found dead after disappearing four days earlier. A reporter for a
television and radio station. Hector Ramirez, died of a heart attack after running from
men who attacked him as he co\ ered protests in Guatemala City. Also in July, another
joLimalist had i'.is ■ io:r.c broken into. According to the journalist Luis Eduardo do Leon,
the only things that were stolen were his computer and several disks containing research
28

for an article he was in the progress of writing about corruption.

While in office. President Alfonso Portillo has reportedly put journalists under
29

much pressure by threats in order to keep them away from certain stories or events.
Therefore, it came as a positive sign when Guatemalans voted him out of office. Oscar
Berger won the election and said he would fulfill his campaign promises to fight
corruption and crime, which will in turn make journalists’ lives safer. However,the
media outlets in the country still have problems with intimidation.^® But since a new
president has taken over, it is hoped he will uphold the constitutional guarantee of press
freedom. Despite threats and intimidation, Guatemalan journalists have written critically
31

about their government, and this should be expected to continue.
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Another problematic situation in the region is in Bolivia. Freedom House dropped
the country to a partly free status in its 2004 report because of an “increase in repression,
threats, and acts of violence against journalists from both the government and opposition
»,32

forces during the course of the recent uprising,

Part ofthe reason for Bolivia’s fall in

standing is the \ iolent protests against the government, placing the journalists in the
middle. The protest and strikes came after the government announced plans to export
natural gas to the United States.*'’’ Many Bolivians rejected the plan because the pipelines
would have to go through neighboring Chile as Bolivia is landlocked. Bolivians have felt
that Chile is a “historical enemy" since the 1879 war when Bolivia lost its coastal region
to Chile.-'-^
During the uprising, two radio stations were bombed, and officials tried to censor
publicatior.s' ccAcr

of these events. Ci\ilians also targeted journalists during this time.

A state-owned television station lost several of its reporters after they resigned because
the station was being pressured to not show images of violence. Privately-owned outlets
known for being anti-government were accused oftreason and for inciting some ofthe
35

violence; however, no one was prosecuted. Because ofthe civilian reaction, President
Gonzalo Sanchez de Lozada was forced to resign in October 2003 and was succeeded by
the vice president, Carlos Mesa. Mesa had been a journalist and historian prior to
becoming a politician.

Still, the Bolivian political situation continues to be a precarious

one, meaning journalists must continue to be on their guard. The constitution does
provide for free expression, but the strict slander and defamation laws will continue to
raise obstacle to journalistic freedom even after the country has stabilized.
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Political chaos remains in Venezuela. Following the failed coup against President
Hugo Chavez in spring 2002, more journalists were threatened and attacked in other
general strikes against the president in January and February of2003.^^ During the
political crisis, the media turned against each other, public versus private. The public
media fed its audience the government’s propaganda while private media went from
being independent outlets to supporting anti-Chavez groups. Because ofthis stance, the
government no longer makes the effort to enforce the constitutional guarantees for media.
Those journalists brave enough to openly criticize Chavez and his government generally
face accusations of slander, contempt, and defamation. All ofthese accusations are
criminal offenses. Chavez’s officials also tlireaten those journalists who report opposition
38

views.

Ir. 2000, Chavez’.s o\ crnmcni passed the Communications Law,allowing for the
»,39

government to move against media outlets that engage in “clandestine activities.

Officials used this law to confiscate equipment from the station Globovision, despite no
evidence that it was doing anything illegal. The judicial system in the country is not
independent enough to override the government’s wishes."*^ In July 2003,the Supreme
Tribunal of Justice upheld many criminal defamation and contempt provisions in the
Penal Code.41 A pro-Chavez congressmen passed a petition to ask “the Attorney General
to annul the nationality of several Venezuelan journalists, media owners, and other
,->42

opposition personalities.

There has been a more recent agreement between the

opposition and the government to find a peaceful solution, but problems regarding the
43

media remain through legal measures.
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The press situation that had been improving under President Vicente Fox in
Mexico started to stagnate in 2003. The previous year the government passed the Federal
Law on Transparency and Access to Public Information, which actually did allow
journalists more access to government information although some reporters still faced
restrictions, especially at the local levels.'*'^ The law allows all federal branches to
withhold infonnation for as many as 12 years for national, trade, industrial, or financial
security. It also prevents access to ongoing court trials criminal investigations.'*^ Fox did
place crimes against journalists under federal control, which has helped curb some
harassment and threats that confront journalists.’*^ Because of a better competitive
atmosphere and professionalism in the country’s media, stations and publications are no
longer as influenced by the go\ cmment’s advertising, which means some outlets feel
Irecr to criticize. Some, i'.owcvcr, still censor their reports to not lose the moncy.^
Many journalists do openly criticize the government, even though sometimes they
are sued for defamation. In Mexico, libel is still a criminal offense. Those journalists are
accused after writing articles about drug trafficking and government corruption.'*^ Isabel
Arvide is a Mexico-based journalist who had also written several reports about drug
trafficking, violence, and corruption. In March 2003, she was charged in Chihuahua City
by its attorney general for defamation. She spent almost a full day in jail before she was
49

released on bail.

Government officials also use their powers to pressure journalists to

name their anonymous sources, but in the fall of 2003, the government did take steps to
improve the situation. Police have pressured Gustavo Carillo Garcia to name his sources
for a June article about drug trafficking. The following day. Attorney General Rafael
Macedo de la Concha ordered an investigation to discover if the agents were trying to
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harass Garcia. Two months later, the attorney general told his employees that they should
„50

“respect the anonymity ofjournalists’ sources in court proceedings.

Since the fall of fomier President Alberto Fujimori, the Peruvian press has seen
great strides toward impro\ ement. State-owned media outlets tend to have small
audiences, while the private publications and stations dominate the country. However,the
«51

people remain skeptical of the media because of the “Fujimori-era scandals,

Some of

the cases resulting from these scandals are still pending, keeping them present in the
population’s mind. Several top media executives have been jailed for bribery. The
convictions of media personnel continue to degrade the people’s trust in the country’s
journalism. On the positive side, because of the people’s response to the bribery scandals,
bribery is no longer as rampant within the media outlets. Some financial and legal
pressure:

11 r’l'.i on tlie media to con ol co\ erage, yet outright attempts to dictate an

outlet’s coverage is rare.'^“ As in Mexico, the Peruvian government passed a Law on
Transparency and Access to Public Information, which directly relates to human rights
violations.53 However, the government also passed a provision, which restricts journalists
from covering criminal trials, that includes libel trials. Often libel accusations are made to
harass and threaten journalists, especially when they are working on articles about
54

government corruption and drug trafficking,just as in Mexico.

The press in Nicaragua continues to have more freedom under the leadership of
President Enrique Bolanos. The constitutional guarantees for a free press are, in general,
upheld. The private media outlets continue to openly criticize the government with
diverse perspectives also available. There was, however, an alarming trend in the
country: threats of violence to staffers at the daily La Prensa. The threats occurred
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following the newspaper in\ estigating connections between coastal police and drug
trafficking. After some of the stories were published, a former contra went to the
newsroom and took some reporters hostage. In a trial “marked by irregularities and
evidence of corruption,"'" the jury found the man not guilty. The Supreme Court did,
however, overrule the decision “by the treasury department to assess half a million
56

dollars in back ta.xes" against the newspaper.
The political situation in Argentina has stabilized since the April 2003 elections.
although there \\ ere some troubling occurrences both before and after them. Argentina is
,»57

many times considered a “leading media market.

Before the elections between

incumbent Carlos Menem and opposition candidate Nestor Kirchner, supporters ofthe
two candidates attacked journalists reporting on the “mob-like behavior and intimidation
of innoccp.l

inders” at no

lilies.

.■'S

Once Kirchner won the election, the attacks

decreased, and Kirchner gained popularity by promising to challenge the human rights
violations made by the military. However, he did “lambaste” an October story in the
news magazine Noticias. The magazine had published a report about Kirchner’s
government using state advertising to reward those media who were supportive of him.
Some journalists said the report was true, while others declared it was exaggerated.
Libel is considered a criminal offense by the government.
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One troubling, recent occurrence in Argentina was the reduction on jail sentences
for the convicted murderers of Jose Luis Cabezas, a photographer oiNoticias. In 1997
Cabezas was kidnapped as he was leaving a party where he had been taking pictures of
reclusive business tycoon and reputed mafia kingpin Alfredo Yabran.

Cabezas was

shot twice in the head and placed in his car, which was then set on fire. When Yabran

L

98
62

was subpoenaed to testify at the trial the following year, he committed suicide.

Although the six convicted men all still have sentences at or above 18 years, it was still a
significant setback/’*' The country’s recent economic crisis has continued to affect
journalists. Although the media has been able to report more freely as the country
emerges from its problems, there are still other obstacles media outlets must face. There
is now the problem of keeping independent, private outlets from closing due to lower
circulation and advertising revenue. The government has tried to solve the problem by
passing a law at the end of 2003 rescinding a value-added tax imposed on revenue from
advertising. This law had previously affected small and medium-sized publications and
64

stations more negatively than larger ones.

South America’s largest media market, Brazil, has encountered some major
obstacles to its usuabv

"65

’ brant and active press.

In just two months, four jomr.alisis

were killed in the country in 2003, while two were killed the year before. One ofthose
killed in 2003 was Nicanor Linliares Batista, who owned a radio station in Ceara. He was
a controversial journalist and quite outspoken, many times angering local officials and
politicians. Prosecutors found two police officers responsible for Batista’s murder.
Because of the status of the two perpetrators, the case was given to federal and state
prosecutors, who have kept delaying to bring charges against tliem.^^ Although it is not as
dangerous to report in the major cities of the country, the rural areas of Brazil remain one
67

of the most dangerous areas in Latin America.

Analysts have also seen an increase in defamation lawsuits. Public officials,
politicians, and businessmen tend to file the many suits as a way to stop criticisms against
them by the press and to strain the financial resources of press outlets. Many times the
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plaintiffs seek exorbitant amounts for damages, making it an easy way for people to get
rich. It is becoming easier for these “get rich cases” to gain access to the courtrooms, and
68

journalists arc very often on the losing side.

Because ofthese cases, The National
69

Newspaper Association has tried to get the government to update the press law.

Another recent e\ ent has caused some distress. In May,the government expelled
Larry Rohter, the Rio dc Janeiro bureau chief for The New York Times. His article titled
Brazilian Leader’s Tippling Becomes National Concern” about President Luis Inacio
Lula da Silva’s drinking angered the president. He was reported to comment on the
article, saying,“A President doesn’t reply to an idiocy like this. It doesn’t merit a reply, it
»»70

merits action. I think that they should be more worried than I am.

The Brazilian

Minister of Justice Ministry declared the article was an “offense to the honor ofthe
president ar.d iliat the go\ crnment considered the joiimalist’s continued presence in
,.,71

Brazil to be ‘inconvenient.

The fact that the president expelled a foreign journalist for

writing something that local journalists were also reporting, albeit in not such a candid
article, creates much concern for the country’s media.
nd ●

The leading democracy of the world, the United States, ironically ranks 22 in
the Reporters Without Borders 2004 ranking of press freedom, falling below all
Scandinavian countries, many major European countries, and Canada (18^).’^ The
country and its judicial system still overall support journalists and their reporting,
although sometimes they are denied access to information and pressured to name
73

sources.

Journalists who refuse to reveal anonymous sources in court can end up in jail

for contempt until they release the name.^'^ The Houston judge in the case oftwo former
Enron executives created a large impediment to journalists reporting on the proceedings.
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The judge would not release the transcripts from closed-door proceedings during the trial
because of “possible ‘embarrassment’ to the defendants.” However,the transcripts were
eventually released. "
Because of the heightened security in the country since the September 11 attacks,
officials ha\ e used national security as reasons to withhold more information. The Bush
administration has been less open with the media than most other recent administrations.
As Bush has been re-elected, this situation may continue for the duration of his time in
office. The government has also tightened the visa guidelines, allowing the government
to deny entry to several foreign journalists and deport some other ones.^^ In February
2003, officials wanted the expulsion of an Iraqi News Agency UN correspondent because
44

his presence w as deemed harmful to the ‘interest oftheU.S.
OliOhS!

The Washington Post

ai'i article claiming laai some ohicials thought the coiTespondent was in the

country as a spy. In May of the same year, tw'o British and six French journalists arrived
in Los Angeles to cover a video game convention; however, when they arrived, they were
77

detained, searched, and deported.

Also in 2003, staff at The Associated Press bureau in

Manila, Philippines, sent a Federal Express packet to the bureau in Washington, D.C. The
packet contained a sensitive but not classified FBI lab report. U.S. Customs seized the
package as it entered the country and turned it over to the FBI without discussing it with
the AP. In May, the FBI handed over the infomiation to the AP and began conducting an
78

internal investigation.
The press has continued to experience quite a bit of latitude with reporting the
Iraq war. Many media outlets decided to have their reporters embedded with the troops.
Some editors said it allowed the government to proctor what the journalists see and.
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therefore, report. Other editors, however, have seemed happy with the idea, claiming that
»,79

journalists now ha\ e “unique access to combat zones.

The fact that so many

journalists ha\ e been covering the war in Iraq, means that they have also come under fire
along with journalists from other countries. These deaths, violations ofsource privacy,
and restrictions for visas keep the United States from ranking with the top countries in the
so
Reporters Without Borders list. It is to be hoped tliat as time continues to pass from
September 1 1 and the situation in Iraq starts to stabilize so the United States has less ofa
military presence in that country that the new restrictions placed on journalists are hfled.
Since other countries in the region and the world look to tlie United States as an example,
the government needs to set a good one.
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Conclusion:
The Global Outlook

Since September 11 and the War on Terror, the world has become a different
place, causing a disintegration of press freedom around the world. Even in established
democracies such as the United States, officials are severely restricting various
foundations of the free press and causing journalism to be a more and more dangerous
profession. In China it is currently the third most dangerous one. The United States, along
with other uovcmr

ts, is clamping down on long existing allowances made for free

expression, using the current political situations within their own countries and across the
globe as their justification.
These new restrictions are creating a divide between countries with a freer press
and those without one.
The unhappy fact is that it is largely in the poorest, least developed nations where this
repression ofinformation and opinion is at the most severe and where thousands of
journalists, more and more ofthem ‘cyber-reporters,’ are each year persecuted,
murdered, beaten, arrested and imprisoned, often for doing not more than questioning
the right of their governments to take information hostage and to deprive their fellow
citizens the right to open debate and the plurality of opinion.’
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Without this questioning governments are able to do what they will without answering to
anyone, keeping their people from living in “knowledgeable societies.”^ Governments
that do not have to answer to their people — or the international community that may be
ignorant of their actions

are able to deal with the threats in this new world as they see

fit. Journalists working to uncover the actions ofthese governments face continual
danger, not only from the officials in power but also those people who should have been
protecting them, namely the judiciary. In Iran, the biggest jailer ofjournalists in the
Middle East,^ journalists who go in front ofthe court are often ill-defended in their many
times secret trials."* In Syria, the prime minister is able to suspend the publication of
various newspapers who report false or exaggerated information. The prime minister is
the one to decide on the validity ofthe reports.^ A similar circumstance is seen in
.‘-Mgerin, where amendments to the penal code allow the judiciary to sentence journalists
»6

who “defame,insult or injure government officials or institutions.
The laws and the judiciary in many countries also make it easier to eliminate
media outlets through frivolous lawsuits. In Kyrgyzstan, one particular newspaper, Moya
Stolitsa, repeatedly came under fire. In the span of a year, the newspaper was named a
defendant in about 34 different lawsuits. The amount ofthe fines eventually caused the
closing down of this independent paper."^ There is also a problem with the judiciary in
Russia. The prosecutors as well as the judges frequently shield those accused of harassing
or threatening journalists instead of prosecuting them.^ Many ofthese problems with the
judiciary occur because many countries continue to have libel as a criminal offense.
Various countries around the world, including Bangladesh, Eritrea, Mexico, and Peru, all
have criminal libel laws.

107

Many countries take aggressive action against the media because officials may
feel they have crossed the line, such as in Rwanda. The country is still trying to
recuperate from the genocide that rocked its foundation back in 1994, a genocide that was
spurred on by the media. Just over a year ago, the United Nations International Criminal
Tribunal convicted three top media executives for their role in the mass slaughtering of
the Tutsi population.^ In other countries, the examples may not be as vivid, but the
reputation of many media outlets for leaning toward sensationalism is one that is hurting
the industry. In Indonesia, the government, as well as watchdog organizations, have
»io

called some of the country’s journalism “shoddy and sensationalist,

When journalists

conduct their craft in this way,they give the governments ofthese countries the excuse to
rein in the media.
In recent years, these restrictions have consisted of greater censorship. More
more governments are flexing their control over the media by imposing censorship laws
as well as forcing journalists to self-censor their work. The Saudi royal family either
directly or indirectly censors most of the media outlets within the country.^* These
restrictions also lead to increased violence. Throughout 2004,622 media outlets were
censored. Being censored, however, is the least of the worries for many media executives
when 1,146 journalists were either attacked or threatened, not to mention the 53 people
killed.*^ It is the killing ofjournalists, such as Deyda Hydara in the Gambia, that causes
worry for media watchdog organizations. The shooting of Hydara in December 2004 has
been closely linked to her opposing the various pieces oflegislation that would hinder the
media. She had written columns for The Point, the newspaper that she both managed as
editor and co-owned. In response to her death, the executive director ofthe Committee to
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Protect Journalists, Ann Cooper, stated,“The Gambia is earning a reputation as a place
where people can attack journalists with complete impunity. Prosecuting those
responsible for this murder would send a clear message that violence against the press
„13

will not be tolerated.

The problem in this post-September 11 world is that this message will probably
not even be heard by many governments. In Bangladesh, the more than 200journalists
who received death threats or were actually assaulted during 2003 did not get to see the
perpetrators put to justice. The government did not move against those responsible.^"^ The
Azerbaijani government also has trouble bringing those suspected ofthreats and assaults
to justice. In a statement by the Council of Europe and the Organization for Security and
Cooperation in Europe, the two groups criticized the Azerbaijani government for its lack
of investigations into crimes against journalists. just as in Azerbaijani, ofiicials in the
Philippines have continually failed to bring perpetrators of assault and killings to justice.
More than 60 Filipino journalists have been killed since the fall ofthe Marcos
16

dictatorship in 1986 with not one person being punished for these deaths.
It is problems like these, in addition to the change in war tactics, that make the
world today an even more dangerous place for journalists. Countries such as Eritrea,
Cuba,Zimbabwe, China, and Russia show an alarming trend of declining tolerance of a
free media. More governments,judiciaries, police, and businessmen are using violence
and censorship to gain control ofthe media’s output. The decline of press freedom in
such an established country as Italy and the constant flippant attitude ofPutin’s Russia
toward the media increase the danger and hindrances journalists will face in those
countries. Established and well accepted nations such as these are role models for others
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within their region. If these countries are not respecting journalists and their work,the
neighboring countries may have more reasons to withhold their tolerance ofthem as well.
The dangers in society, the new restrictions in such solid democracies as the United
States, and the problems being seen — frivolous lawsuits, harassment, assaults, killings
— do not bode well for the future safety ofjournalists or the media industry.
Through this paper, it is easy to see the seriousness ofthe problem regarding the
media. Watchdog organizations — CPJ,RWB,WAN,and Freedom House —
continuously release reports about their concerns. Until countries, such as China, Eritrea,
Cuba and the Palestinian occupied territories, make some changes toward a more tolerant
view of the press and are finally no longer labeled as the worst places to be a journalist,
the world will not become a safer place for journalists. Governments, especially those
froiTi wcll-csiablished democracies, must set a positive example and not use teiTorism and
national security as easy and accepted outs for pressuring and hindering the media from
doing its work. Until established democracies stop reining in the media even a bit, it can
be easy to see that government officials who do not respect the press feel as if they can
continue to oppress journalists. Until at least a majority of media outlets in each country
»,17

take responsibility for their actions and do not hide behind shoddy and sensationalist
journalism, governments will not perceive any incentive to relax the harsh press laws and
protect media personnel properly, the two major reasons why the world is and will
continue to be a dangerous and harsh place for those who choose journalism as their
career.
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